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1.  Introduction  

This document provides a summary of the input received at the public hearing for the proposed Sunport 

Boulevard Extension: Broadway Boulevard to Interstate 25 and Woodward Road Improvements: Second Street 

to Broadway Boulevard (Control Numbers [CN]: A300160 and A300161) (together these two undertakings are 

referred as the Project). The Project is located within Bernalillo County and portions of the City of Albuquerque, 

New Mexico. The information summarized in this document will be used along with the environmental 

assessment (EA) for this Project as the basis for the decision by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and 

New Mexico Department of Transportation (NMDOT) to either: (1) conclude the EA with a Finding of No 

Significant Impact (FONSI) and authorize the project to proceed to final design, right-of-way acquisition, and 

construction; or, (2) determine that the proposed project would have significant impacts that require the 

preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) before a final decision is made with regard to Project 

authorization. 

The following information is included in this input synopsis: 

▪ A brief description of the proposed project. 

▪ A description of the methods used, and process followed to circulate the EA to agency and public 

stakeholders for review and comment. 

▪ A summary of comments on the environmental assessment received from agencies and the public, and 

the NMDOT’s responses to these comments. 

▪ Any changes to the environmental assessment and/or project design features made in response to 

agency and public comments. 

▪ The final list of commitments and mitigation measures to be implemented as part of the proposed 

Project. 

2.  Proposed Project 

2.1  Sunport Boulevard Extension 

The proposed Sunport Boulevard Extension would consist of a four-lane, median-divided urban arterial roadway, 

designed for traffic operating at 45 miles per hour (mph), from Broadway Boulevard east to the existing 

interchange of Sunport Boulevard and I-25. The elevation differential between the interchange and Broadway 

Boulevard is approximately 120 feet; therefore, the roadway would require a maximum grade of 7 percent. Twin 

bridges would be built over the existing Albuquerque Metropolitan Area Flood Control Authority (AMAFCA) 

South Diversion Channel and Edmund Street, which would allow Edmund Street to continue functioning for local 

access. The roadway would include a combination of retaining walls and fill slopes to meet existing grades. 

Two bike lanes (one in each direction) would be included as part of the typical roadway cross section for the 

Sunport Boulevard Extension. Sidewalks would also be included on both sides of the roadway connecting 

Broadway Boulevard to the east side of the Sunport Boulevard/I-25 interchange. Curb ramps would be provided 
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at the intersections along Sunport Boulevard, in accordance with Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

requirements. The signalized intersection of Sunport Boulevard and Broadway Boulevard would include 

pedestrian push buttons for full accessibility. 

The existing Sunport Boulevard bridge over I-25 was constructed with 110 feet of available roadway width, 

providing for future traffic growth and added lanes. In each direction within the 110-foot roadway width, there 

would be two through-lanes, a single left-turn lane, two sidewalks, and two shoulders for bicyclists. The Project 

would also require modifications to the southbound on- and off-ramps. These modifications are anticipated to 

consist of adding two lanes to the southbound off-ramp and one lane to the southbound on-ramp and 

signalizing the intersection to facilitate turning movements and reduce or eliminate traffic queuing. The ramp 

interface with I-25 would not change. The Project would also require modifications to the northbound off-ramp 

to add turning lanes and signalization of the Sunport Boulevard intersection with the northbound ramps. The 

existing traffic island on the southeast corner of the interchange would be modified to allow through-traffic for 

bicycles on Sunport Boulevard. No further modifications of the existing Sunport Boulevard would be required 

east of the northbound off-ramp.  

The Sunport Boulevard/Broadway Boulevard/Woodward Road intersection would remain signalized and include 

two lanes in each direction except for westbound Sunport Boulevard where the two approaching lanes would 

become one right-turn lane and one thru-lane, with the thru-lane continuing westbound on Woodward Road. 

The intersection would include single left-turn and right-turn lanes for all approaches except for the eastbound 

to southbound right-turn lane, where the outside eastbound lane would serve both eastbound thru and right 

turning traffic.  

Access to properties near the Preferred Alternative would be provided by an at-grade intersection 

approximately halfway between Broadway Boulevard and the South Diversion Channel. This intersection would 

serve as a connection with Woodward Road to the north, Edmund Street to the east, and the Arno Street right-

of-way (ROW) to the south. The configuration of this intersection consists of a roadway curving from Sunport 

Boulevard north to Woodward Road and a stub-out connection to the south that would be configured more 

specifically with input from local landowners during the ROW acquisition process.  

The new roadway would include a storm drainage system to collect stormwater runoff and direct it to 

designated locations. The system would include detention ponds to generally contain stormwater on site, and to 

meter its eventual outfall to downstream drainageways at levels no greater than current outfalls. Although the 

specific details of the storm drainage system would be subject to change during final design, one pond of just 

over 0.5 acre is proposed on vacant land southeast of the intersection of Sunport Boulevard and Broadway 

Boulevard; another pond of approximately 0.08 acre is proposed north of Sunport Boulevard between the South 

Diversion Channel and Edmund Street. 

Approximately 11.44 acres of property would be required for the Sunport Boulevard Extension; this would 

include ROW acquisitions and construction and maintenance easements (CMEs). Part of the required ROW is 

already publicly owned, occupied by a segment of Woodward Road. Land for the new ROW includes part of an 

industrial facility, a commercial property, currently vacant land, and the existing public ROW. In addition to the 
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acquisitions of private property, a license agreement with AMAFCA would be required for the 0.74-acre crossing 

of AMAFCA’s South Diversion Channel. 

2.2  Design Concepts for the Woodward Road Improvements 

Woodward Road is currently a two-lane undivided roadway extending 0.58 mile west from Broadway Boulevard 

to Second Street, where it ends in a “T” configuration with stop control on Woodward Road. Analysis shows that 

2020 and 2040 traffic on Woodward Road can be accommodated with a two-lane roadway section that would 

operate at an acceptable level of service (LOS) D or better. With the closely spaced intersections at either end of 

the Woodward Road segment (at Second Street and Broadway Boulevard) operating at or above LOS C, 

Woodward Road is expected to operate at a LOS C also. This efficient traffic operating level would be expected 

to degrade at times during long train crossings or train switching operations. A three-lane configuration is 

proposed to accommodate turning movements from Woodward Road to adjacent properties where there are 

numerous driveway turnouts. The three lanes would be constructed with two 12-foot travel lanes, a 14-foot 

continuous left-turn lane, and two bike lanes, plus standard curb and gutter. The Project may include waterline 

upgrades within the existing Woodward Road ROW. The design would also include sidewalks on both sides of 

the roadway and a connection to the County’s Rio Grande Bosque multi-use trail west of Second Street. A 

stormwater storage pond is also proposed south of Woodward Road and the intersection of Second Street. An 

additional 0.83-acre of ROW and CMEs is required for the Woodward Road Improvements. 

Based on results of the analysis, a traffic signal would be needed at the intersection of Second Street and 

Woodward Road to accommodate 2020 and 2040 traffic. Along with introduction of a traffic signal, other 

intersection geometric improvements are also needed to provide an acceptable level of service. These include a 

dedicated left-turn lane for westbound-to-southbound traffic and a lane for either left- or right-turning traffic, 

which would provide an effective double-left turn from westbound to southbound movements. An additional 

southbound lane on Second Street departing the intersection is also anticipated to be required to receive the 

two left-turning lanes. 

3.  EA Distribution and Public Notification Process 

Opportunities for public involvement have been provided to obtain input at key milestones since the initiation of 

the Project in 2010.  

▪ In June 2010, a public meeting was conducted to review alternatives under consideration and inform the 

public of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.  

▪ The initial EA was distributed for public review in September 2011 and public meetings were held in 

October 2011 and February 2012. Public comments were submitted to Bernalillo County, NMDOT, and 

FHWA during that period. In response to those comments, the County opted to conduct additional 

analyses in areas of concern including traffic impacts, environmental justice, air quality, and land use.  

▪ Members of the study team attended a neighborhood meeting in August 2013, and individual and 

agency correspondence occurred throughout the study process.  
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▪ Another public meeting was conducted in September 2013 to review the supplemental technical 

information and to provide an opportunity for further public input prior to completion of a revised EA.  

▪ In 2015, a revised EA was prepared for the Sunport Boulevard Extension and made available for public 

review. A public hearing was subsequently held in August 2015 to obtain input on the revised EA. Based 

in part on the comments received, the FHWA determined that a new EA should be prepared that 

combined the Sunport Boulevard Extension and Woodward Road Improvements into one Project. 

The EA for the current Project was prepared and authorized by the FHWA on May 8, 2018. The public availability 

of the EA and public hearing were advertised in the Albuquerque Journal on July 1, 2018 and the EA was publicly 

available for review until July 31, 2018 online at www.bernco.gov/Sunport locations in Table 3-1.  

Table 3-1. Locations for Publicly Viewable Environmental Assessment 

Location Addresses 

Bernalillo County Public Works Division 
2400 Broadway Boulevard SE 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 

Mountain View Community Center 
201 Prosperity Avenue SE  
Albuquerque, NM 87105 

Herman Sanchez Community Center 
1830 William Street SE 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 

Jack Candelaria Community Center 
400 San Jose Avenue SE 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 

Additional community announcements were included in the County’s neighborhood e-newsletters, emails to 

neighborhood associations, and numerous social media posts and tweets. Reminder postcards for the public 

hearing were sent out 1 week prior to the hearing to approximately 2900 households and businesses located 

near the Project area. Emails were also sent to individuals and organizations who had expressed interest in the 

Project in the past. Two television interviews about the Project and hearing were conducted and aired during 

prime-time news broadcasts. The Albuquerque Journal highlighted the public hearing on the day of the event. 

Appendix A includes copies of public notification materials. 

An invitation for agency comments on the Project was sent to 34 federal, state, and local governmental 

representative and elected officials on April 20, 2018. Extensive agency coordination was also conducted as part 

of the previous phases of the Project. Appendix B includes copies of agency correspondence. 

4.  Public Hearing 

The public hearing was held July 19, 2018, from 6:30 p.m. to 8:30 p.m., at the Mountain View Community 

Center, 201 Prosperity Avenue SE, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87105. Approximately 100 people attended the 

hearing. Displays, information, and project representatives were available at the hearing starting at 6:00 p.m. to 

answer questions and discuss the Project with individual members of the public. The presentation started at 

approximately 6:30 p.m. followed by the formal public comment period. Bill Moya, Hearing Facilitator, 

introduced the Project study team and described the agenda and ground rules for the hearing. Rodrigo 

Eichwald, Project Engineer with Bernalillo County, introduced Steven Michael Quezada, Bernalillo County 

Commissioner. Commissioner Quezada discussed the history of economic development efforts in the area and 

http://www.bernco.gov/Sunport
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expressed his support for the Project. Elias Archuleta, Technical Services Director for Bernalillo County, then 

described the Project development process and how we got to this point. Peter Hinckley, Consultant Project 

Manager for AECOM, presented technical information on the Project alternatives, the design of the Preferred 

Alternative, and the purpose and need for the Project, including the traffic forecasts. John Taschek, 

Environmental Consultant with Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc. (Ecosphere), then discussed the key 

findings of the EA. Elias Archuleta concluded the presentation with a discussion of the options for how the 

Project could go forward, either a FONSI and authorization to move the Project to final design, ROW acquisition, 

and construction or a determination by FHWA that an EIS is needed. Bill Moya then opened the public comment 

period. He stated that verbal comments would be limited to 5 minutes each to allow everybody an opportunity 

to speak. A copy of the hearing PowerPoint presentation is included in Appendix C. 

The public hearing was streamed live on Facebook allowing for real time comments from residents not able to 

attend the public hearing in person. A link to the video of the hearing was posted on the County’s website, 

www.Bernco.gov, and sent to over 86,000 residents via Nextdoor, a neighborhood social media platform. Thus, 

the public could view the proceedings after the hearing and make comments up to the deadline of July 31, 2018. 

A comment form was also provided at the hearing to facilitate written comments at or after the hearing (see 

Appendix C). 

Verbal and written comments received from the public and governmental agencies with County/NMDOT/FHWA 

responses are summarized on the following pages. Most of the comments are summarized to highlight key 

points and organized into lists; however, some of the comments are reported in full to ensure that their 

meaning and intent are properly conveyed. The hearing transcript and all written comments received are 

included in Appendix D. 

5.  Public Hearing Comments 

5.1  Hearing Comment 1 

Nora Garcia, 236 Sunnyslope Street, SW, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87105 

a. The Sunport Extension and Woodward Road Project (Project) was implemented for the sole purpose of:  

• increasing the number of industrial businesses in our northern border area  

• allowing additional truck traffic congestion 

• hazardous pollution and more dangerous chemical industries to move in 

• further promotion of businesses such as hot mix and recycle asphalt plants from locating their 

businesses across from Mountain View Elementary School 

• concrete demolition companies whose dust you can see for miles 

• transloading facilities containing chemical hazards who are allowed to have train tankers to sit on 

the tracks endangering the community.  

b. A safe distance for residences from potential chemical accidents, explosions and release of hazardous 

chemicals is at least five miles. Yet, you are willing to risk our lives by expanding roadways to 

accommodate more continually polluting businesses.  

https://ees.ecosphere-services.com/aeco0017001/Documents/Input%20Synopsis/www.Bernco.gov
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c. The Project will mean an increase of large truck fumes from the traffic running on a 24-hour schedule, 

will further pollute the air for local residents, and subject them to even more respiratory diseases and 

chronic and fatal illnesses.  

d. You talk about how design overlay standards are intended to have a positive influence on development 

patterns and enhance the character of the industrial area and adjacent communities. However, what we 

see is not about enhancing the character of our communities, rather it is about assuring financial gains 

for the few in the county at the expense of the health and wellbeing of the many low-income, minority 

residents living in San Jose and Mountain View.  

e. Since the concerns of Mountain View and San Jose have not been thoroughly addressed by Bernalillo 

County, the Mountain View Neighborhood Association is asking for the FHWA to give the Sunport 

Extension a No-Build Alternative or make the decision for an EIS. 

5.2  Hearing Response 1 

a. The purpose and need for the Project does not include any of the conditions identified in this comment 

and has been well defined in the EA. From its inception, the primary purpose of the Project was to 

enhance transportation system connectivity and close the gap between Broadway and I-25 adjacent to 

existing Sunport Boulevard. Also described in the EA, improved access and circulation was considered as 

a corollary need. “Improved access to potential economic centers…” is a key element of the Purpose and 

Need. Considerable adjacent vacant land exists in the area where currently only environmental cleanup 

and heavy industrial uses exist, which effectively has degraded the immediate area and created many of 

the present undesirable conditions that have been commented on by the public. The access proposed by 

the Sunport Boulevard Extension would be directly to I-25, which would draw traffic away from 

Broadway Boulevard and Second Street north of the Project area. The Project is included in local and 

regional transportation plans that include multi-jurisdictional government oversight. 

b. The EA acknowledges that additional development may be encouraged as a result of the new access. 

This Project cannot change zoning or regulate existing development. The County has expressed its intent 

to develop design overlay standards that would impose additional requirements above and beyond 

existing zoning on future development in the area. 

c. The air quality models used in developing the EA included a mix of vehicle types, including trucks, and 

showed minor impacts from transportation on air quality. Future emissions are calculated in the models 

based on information about the effects of clean air standards on vehicle emissions, as propagated by the 

US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), which will become stricter in the future. Future emissions 

are predicted to be generally lower in the future—even through traffic volumes may be greater. Air 

quality has improved throughout the urban area over the past 30 years and there have been no 

violations of the Clean Air Act standards for 20 years. The EA acknowledges future growth may occur 

including industries that involve air emissions and related permitting. 

d. See Hearing Responses 1-a and 1-b above. 

e. The FHWA will make the final decisions on whether to proceed with the No-Build Alternative or an EIS.  
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5.3  Hearing Comment 2 

Steven Abeyta, 2419 William Street, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 

a. I'm where the Sunport Extension is going to be. Past performance is the best indicator to predict future 

results. The San Jose and Mountain View areas are listed as Environmental Justice neighborhoods. The 

EA states that we have existing zoning and land use mechanisms to review and regulate development 

and future overlay standards to protect us. We are saturated with many polluting industries and many 

protections do not work. When we hear, only good industrial companies will locate in the area, 

considering our past performance and record, you'll realize more polluting companies are coming and 

we can't stop it.  

b. I'm familiar with the traffic issues affecting all of us, especially those that live in Mountain View. Many of 

us in this room think we're going to get a faster way home. We're not. The EA says that traffic is going to 

increase more south of Woodward Boulevard. But guess what, the bureaucrats who are trying to dictate 

this Project are going to have less traffic going downtown. 

c. The Project says we're going to make bike trails to get to work safely. I don't know if you've driven a bike 

next to a semi traveling at 45 mph, it's not fun, it's not safe, and no one in their right mind is going to 

walk their baby carriage up the Sunport Extension.  

d. Even though our history tells us that there are many environmental issues in the area of the Sunport 

Extension, they did no laboratory work as part of the Initial Site Assessment (ISA). Somebody just came 

out, drove around, did a visual assessment, looked at some aerial photographs, and looked at some web 

results. We need an EIS to be performed.  

5.4  Hearing Response 2 

a. See Hearing Responses 1-a and 1-b. 

b. Traffic forecasts show the Project would relieve traffic on the Rio Bravo Boulevard/I-25 and Gibson 

Boulevard/I-25 interchanges. Table 5-1 below—Table ??? from the EA—shows a comparison of the Build 

versus No-Build scenarios with 2040 forecasts. According to these forecasts, with the Project, traffic 

using the Sunport Boulevard Extension and Woodward Road Improvements to access I-25 would be 

diverted from the Gibson Boulevard and Rio Bravo Boulevard interchanges. Thus, these interchanges 

would have more available capacity and less congestion. 

c. An additional result of the Project would be to reduce traffic on Broadway Boulevard and Second Street 

north of the Project because vehicles would have access to I-25 south of Gibson Boulevard via the 

Sunport Interchange. Consequently, less traffic would pass through the developed residential areas of 

the San Jose neighborhood on Broadway Boulevard and Second Street, north of the Project. Traffic 

volume would increase on Broadway Boulevard and Second Street south of the Project as vehicles travel 

to the new interchange. 
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Table 5-1. Comparison of Forecast 2040 Traffic—No-Build vs. Build Scenarios  

Roadway Segment 
No-Build 
Scenario1 

Build 
Scenario1 

Difference in 
Volume 

(No-Build – Build) 
Comments 

Gibson, Broadway to I-25 21,426 17,024 Decrease by 4,402 
(-21%) 

Traffic shifts from Gibson to 
Sunport Extension  

Sunport, Broadway to I-25 0 10,992 Increase by 10,992 Attracts traffic to Sunport 
Extension 

Woodward, Second to 
Broadway 

3,841 6,611 Increase by 2,770 
(+72%) 

Attracts traffic to 
Woodward  

Broadway, north of 
Sunport/Woodward 

14,780 8,783 Decrease by 5,997 
(-41%) 

Traffic bound for Gibson 
shifts to Sunport Extension 

Broadway, south of 
Sunport/Woodward 

11,347 12,548 Increase by 1,201 
(+11%) 

Traffic shifts to Sunport 
Extension  

Second, north of Woodward 10,000 7,864 Decrease by 2,136 
(-21%) 

Traffic bound for Gibson 
shifts to Sunport Extension 

Second, south of Woodward 12,612 13,776 Increase by 1,164 
(+9%) 

Traffic shifts to Sunport 
Extension  

Rio Bravo, Broadway to  
I-25 

42,069 39,626 Decrease by 2,443 
(-6%) 

Traffic shifts from Rio Bravo 
to Sunport Extension 

1 Average daily traffic (vehicles per day). 

Pedestrian and bicycle facilities are currently inadequate in the immediate Project area. Broadway 

Boulevard, Second Street, and Woodward Road do not contain sidewalks or adjacent trails. The 

Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) includes planned pedestrian and bicycle facilities along 

Woodward Road from Broadway Boulevard to Second Street and a network of proposed bikeways or 

trails along the Albuquerque Riverside Drain, Second Street, the San Jose Lateral, and the AMAFCA 

South Diversion Channel. East of I-25, on-street bike lanes and either a multi-use trail or sidewalks are 

planned on University Boulevard between Rio Bravo Boulevard and Gibson Boulevard. The Project 

would provide east-west connectivity for the pedestrian and bicycle system along Woodward Road and 

the Sunport Extension in conjunction with these facilities. 

The Project pedestrian and bike facilities are designed with safety features. Sidewalks and bike lanes or 

multi-use trails would be included as part of the typical roadway cross section for the Sunport Extension. 

The multi-use trails would be separated from the driving lanes by concrete wall barriers. Curb ramps 

would be provided at the intersections along the Sunport Extension, in accordance with ADA 

requirements. The signalized intersection of Sunport Boulevard and Broadway Boulevard would include 

pedestrian push buttons for full accessibility. On Woodward Road, bike lanes and sidewalks would be 

provided on both sides of the road and a connection would be provided to the Rio Grande Bosque multi-

use trail west of Second Street. 
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d. The standard approach for NMDOT and FHWA Project construction within potentially contaminated 

areas is to move forward in stages from the ISA level, which evaluates existing data, to more detailed 

investigations that typically involve sampling and testing. These investigations define the specific 

characteristics of contamination, if it exists, and provide remediation strategies (NMDOT, Environmental 

Geology Bureau. March 2010. Hazardous Material Assessment Handbook). As the design proceeds, 

detailed plans would be developed to mitigate and avoid any risks associated with contamination. 

Avoidance of wells and other infrastructure associated with the groundwater remediation systems 

would be implemented as part of the final design and construction. Coordination has been ongoing and 

would continue between the County, New Mexico Environment Department (NMED), EPA, and 

responsible parties. (More information on hazardous materials is included in later responses.) 

5.5  Hearing Comment 3 

Esther Abeyta, 2419 William, SW 

a. The purposes of the proposed Project (transportation system connectivity, improved access and 

circulation, balance traffic volumes and congestion relief, multi-modal transportation, and emergency 

vehicle access) are (not) enough reason to justify a change in the characteristics and quality of life of the 

residents of San Jose for many decades. This road Project is only going to increase truck traffic; the EA 

states heavy trucks are more likely to use the proposed new interchange instead of local streets, but 

“more likely” is not a guarantee that heavy trucks will use the proposed road extension. The community 

is exposed to idling trains and noise from train activity and exceeds the city ordinance. Particulate 

matter from two idling trains in the community of San Jose are compared to a freeway in Los Angeles. 

Volatile organic compounds smell of chlorobenzene and sulfurs. San Jose resident are exposed to 

polluting industries that surround the community. 

b. The analysis in the EA that implementation of the Project would not result in significant adverse impacts 

is not true. In fact, the Project will significantly impact the community of San Jose and Mountain View by 

bringing more polluting industries to apply for air permits.  

c. Cumulative impacts (all the pollution, noise and traffic from all sources added up together) is too much 

for a community to bear. We are at the level right now and the Sunport Extension would definitely push 

us past the livable thresholds.  

d. The EA was done for the standard situation; however, the Sunport Extension is not a typical highway 

project location. The Project is located in a superfund site within a landfill buffer zone that may be 

leaking and with underground storage tanks and unknown contaminations in the ROW. An EA is 

sufficient for a typical site. The Project is located in an area requiring an EIS, because it is in a known 

polluted area and the risks are greater.  

e. We also need an EIS because San Jose is an Environmental Justice neighborhood with two superfund 

sites and more importantly because the Project will severely impact the families of San Jose and 

Mountain View by bringing in more polluting industry to the area.  

f. The San Jose/Mountain View design overlay standards have not been approved by the County. The EA 

says we have existing zoning and land use mechanisms to deal with unwanted polluting companies. 

These mechanisms rarely work.  
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g. This Project is about the environmental legacy San Jose and Mountain View are right now dealing with. 

The money from the Project should be diverted to Mountain View to add sidewalks, flood control, and 

repave the streets. 

5.6  Hearing Response 3 

a. See Hearing Responses 1-a and 2-b. The Project would not affect existing rail operations or industrial 

development. 

b. See Hearing Responses 1-a and 1-b above. 

c. According to the Practitioners Handbook: Assessing Indirect Effects and Cumulative Impacts Under 

NEPA. (ASSHTO 2016), indirect and cumulative impacts must be considered if they are reasonably 

foreseeable. Impacts that are merely possible, or that are considered “speculative,” are not reasonably 

foreseeable.  

d. Cumulative impacts are addressed in the EA only for those resource areas affected by the Project. 

Impacts to natural and cultural resources are not anticipated. Impacts would also not result in the areas 

of visual resources, Section 4(f) properties, Environmental Justice, farmland, relocations and ROW, 

utilities, or construction activities. Although the Project would affect remediation systems for 

contaminated sites, adverse impacts would be avoided through additional testing and continued 

coordination with the parties responsible for the remediation systems. Because anticipated impacts are 

minimal in these areas, there would be little or no cumulative impact with other actions. The analysis in 

the EA shows that the Project would not cause transportation-related air quality impacts; therefore, 

cumulative impacts are not anticipated. The Project would create direct noise impacts, which would 

have cumulative impacts with other environmental noise sources from rail and airport operations and 

other urban activities. Project-related noise impacts affect a relatively small number of sensitive 

receptors. Growth in the Project area may also have cumulative impacts with other regional 

developments in terms of possible changes in travel and land use patterns and neighborhood character. 

The provision of pedestrian and bicycle facilities within the Project corridor would improve multimodal 

circulation in the immediate area and provide a needed east-west linkage that would have positive 

cumulative impacts with the regional trails network. 

e. See Hearing Response 2-d. 

f. The FHWA’s Environmental Justice Strategy identifies three principles of that guide its actions: 

• To avoid, minimize, or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health and 

environmental effects, including social and economic effects, on minority populations and low-

income populations. 

• To ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the 

transportation decision-making process. 

• To prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by minority 

populations and low-income populations. 

The EA considered Environmental Justice in detail (see Table 5.2) and concluded that the Preferred 

Alternative would comply with EO 12898 on Environmental Justice. The Project would not have 

disproportionately high adverse impacts on minority or low-income population groups. Although it has 
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been contentious, there has been substantial public involvement throughout the Project, inclusive of 

affected communities. The Project would not deny, reduce, or significantly delay the receipt of benefits 

by minority or low-income populations. Major Environmental Justice-related concerns, such as induced 

growth, air emissions from new industry, traffic congestion, and hazardous material contamination, are 

addressed in the EA and throughout these responses. 

g. The Project cannot change zoning or regulate existing development. The County has expressed its intent 

to develop design overlay standards that would impose additional requirements above and beyond 

existing zoning on future development in the area. The proposed San Jose and Mountain View overlay is 

an ongoing County planning process that will provide opportunities for public involvement in the 

development of guidelines that will apply to land use proposals in the Project area. The overlay planning 

process is not dependent on the current road Project. The intent of the overlay is to provide a set of 

design standards that incorporate fundamental design standards regarding, landscaping, building 

materials, loading and unloading orientation, etc. These are elements to encourage a quality commercial 

and industrial employment area. 

The primary purpose for this Project is transportation system connectivity with respect to all modes of 

travel. A project to add sidewalks, flood control, and repave the streets would have to be programed by 

the City of Albuquerque or County and included in the Mid-Region Council of Governments (MRCOG) 

and/or NMDOT planning processes. 

Table 5-2. Compilation of Effects on Environmental Justice Populations  

Section of 
Chapter 4 

Potential Impact 
Environmental Justice: Are there disproportionately high 

and adverse effects? 

Communities 
and Land Use 
(4.13) 

The Project would encourage 
industrial development and 
contribute to further 
pollution, increased traffic, 
and other adverse impacts in 
adjacent neighborhoods. 

No—Land that would be directly impacted by the Project 
is primarily industrial, vacant, or occupied by groundwater 
remediation systems, and is situated between the more 
highly developed residential areas of the San Jose and 
Mountain View neighborhoods. No displacement of 
people or relocations would result from the Project. The 
Project may facilitate and encourage growth in 
commercial, industrial, and manufacturing development; 
however, these land uses are permitted by the existing 
zoning and encouraged in the planning documents for the 
area. The County is developing mechanisms with the San 
Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay standards to guide 
the growth of future commercial and industrial 
development in the Project area. If this plan is not 
approved, the present County planning and development 
approval process would continue to employ existing 
controls, including public hearing procedures, to guide 
future development. 

Socioeconomics 
(4.14) 

The Project would adversely 
alter the character and/or 
cohesion of the San Jose and 

No—It is not likely that the Project would have adverse 
effects on the surrounding communities because the 
corridor is located largely south of the San Jose 
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Section of 
Chapter 4 

Potential Impact 
Environmental Justice: Are there disproportionately high 

and adverse effects? 

Mountain View 
neighborhoods, which 
include high percentages of 
low-income and minority 
populations. 

neighborhood and north of the Mountain View 
neighborhood residential areas. The Project is not 
expected to create a barrier that would impact daily social 
interactions, the use of local facilities, participation in local 
organizations, or involvement in community activities. It 
would not divide the local neighborhoods. 

Socioeconomics 
(4.14) 

The Project would result in 
increased traffic through 
residential neighborhoods in 
the area. 

No—Although traffic on Second Street and Broadway 
Boulevard is expected to increase south of the Project area 
because access to I-25 would be more efficient, this area is 
largely industrial. Through-traffic is predicted to decrease 
on Broadway Boulevard and Second Street north of the 
Project area in the residential San Jose neighborhood. 
Heavy truck traffic is more likely to use the new 
interchange instead of local streets. The proposed Project 
pedestrian and bicycle facilities would improve multimodal 
circulation in the immediate area and provide a needed 
east-west linkage to the regional trail network. 

Socioeconomic 
Conditions 
(4.14) 

The Project may attract 
additional businesses to the 
area that have potential 
adverse health impacts on 
the surrounding community. 

No—Mitigation measures for these concerns include 
existing zoning and land use mechanisms to review and 
regulate development and the proposed San 
Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay standards, which 
would enhance regulations. Additional businesses in the 
area may also have positive economic effects, which are 
generally associated with better community health. 

Air Quality  
(4-10) 

Project-related emissions 
would contribute to air 
quality impacts from 
industrial sources, which 
have been identified by the 
community as a health 
concern that 
disproportionately impacts 
minority and low-come 
populations and is not 
adequately addressed in the 
permitting process.  

No—An evaluation of potential traffic-related air quality 
impacts shows that the Project would not cause or 
contribute to CO exceedances of the NAAQS. Cumulative 
CO impacts with other sources of air pollution would be 
negligible. The region has historically been in attainment 
for other criteria pollutants, such as O3, PM10, PM2.5, and 
NO2, and besides broad scale strategies contained in the 
SIP, a need for project-specific transportation control 
measures has not been established. The EPA's national 
control programs to reduce MSAT are projected to lower 
emissions in the future in virtually all locations. 

Noise (4.11) The Project would introduce 
traffic noise where it 
currently does not exist and 
at higher levels than now 
experienced by low-income 
and minority communities. 

No—Existing noise levels are already relatively high in the 
Project area and exceed the NAC in some locations. Noise 
levels would increase slightly for all the receptors with the 
proposed Project, and approach or exceed the NAC at four 
individual residential receptors that already experience 
high noise levels.  
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Section of 
Chapter 4 

Potential Impact 
Environmental Justice: Are there disproportionately high 

and adverse effects? 

Water 
Resources  
(4.3, 4.4, 4.5) 

The Project would alter water 
resources to adversely affect 
protected populations. 

No—The Project would not impact surface or ground 
water, wetlands, or floodplains in a manner that would 
adversely affect minority or low-income populations.  

Biological 
Resources 
(4.6, 4.7, 4.8) 

The Project would alter 
biological resources 
sufficiently to adversely 
affect protected populations. 

No—The Project would not impact vegetation, wildlife, or 
threatened and endangered species in a manner that 
would adversely affect minority or low-income 
populations. 

Cultural 
Resources 
(4.9) 

The Project would impact or 
alter cultural resources 
sufficiently to adversely 
affect protected populations. 

No—The SHPO has concurred that the proposed Project 
would have no adverse effect on any historic property 
listed, or eligible for listing, on the NRHP, thus would not 
adversely affect protected populations. 

Hazardous 
Materials 
(4.20) 

The Project would release 
and expose hazardous 
materials to protected 
populations or affect ongoing 
remediation activities. 

No—Although the Project crosses portions of 
contaminated sites and construction would affect some of 
the existing remediation system, avoidance, protection, 
adjustment, and relocation measures have been included 
as part of the Project. Coordination would continue 
between the County, NMED, EPA, and responsible parties. 
Other measures would be included during construction to 
prevent spills or contamination. 

Visual 
Resources 
(4.12) 

The Project would introduce 
features that would have 
visual impacts on protected 
populations. 

No—Although the Project would alter the visual landscape 
of the area, the proposed bridges and retaining walls 
would be designed to include aesthetic elements, which 
may generate a positive visual effect. 

Note: CO = carbon monoxide; NAAQS; National Ambient Air Quality Standards; O3 = ozone; PM10 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less 
than or equal to 10 microns; PM2.5 = particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter less than or equal to 2.5 microns; NO2 = nitrogen dioxide; SIP = State 
Implementation Plan; MSAT o= mobile source air toxic; NAC = noise abatement criteria; NRHP = National Register of Historic Places; SHPO = State Historic 
Preservation Officer; NMED = New Mexico Environment Department; EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. 

5.7  Hearing Comment 4 

Victor Larranaga, business at 3024 Broadway, SE 

We employ 10 to 15 employees, and most of them are from the South Valley. I think this would be a good 

Project to go with and would be a great asset to the whole community. I hope that we can go along with it and 

continue to help the South Valley and its people with more jobs and better industry.  

5.8  Hearing Response 4 

This comment is noted. 
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5.9  Hearing Comment 5 

Roberto Roybal—resident at 2233 Don Felipe Road, SW and President of the Pajarito Village 
Association and Vice President of the South Valley Coalition of Neighborhood Associations  

a. I'm here today to talk in support of my friends and communities in the East San Jose and Mountain View 

communities and their neighborhood associations. As stated, there's a whole lot of issues that we see 

going on with this Project. It's nice the assessment mentions Environmental Justice, but what it's going 

to do is take us further away from Environmental Justice. I also believe that this extension is just going 

to bring more businesses, more industry down here, more polluting industries and we've got too much 

of that here in East San Jose, in Mountain View, and in the South Valley entirely. That is against 

Environmental Justice. It's affecting people of color more and more. And we oppose it.  

b. I'm also very concerned that once they do this extension, that it's going to dump all this traffic down into 

Broadway and Woodward and Second Street. I work downtown, and I drive down Second Street every 

day to work and back home and the traffic is getting worse. I don't think this road is going to alleviate 

that traffic. I think it's going to increase traffic, more trucks and more industrial businesses. It's going to 

increase the pollution, the smells of the petrol chemical companies. And I oppose that.  

c. I'm also concerned that this will just be one step to extending the road west across the river and 

meeting the west side. I've been very active in fighting the Santolina development on the west side and I 

think this will just be another excuse to help them build the road to that development, which impacts us 

in the South Valley. And I oppose that. 

d.  Also, we know that Mayor Keller and the City of Albuquerque has pulled the city's support of the 

Sunport Extension, so why is the County still trying to push this. 

5.10  Hearing Response 5 

a. See Hearing Response 3-e 

b. See Hearing Response 2-d. 

c. There are no plans to extend the Project across the river. The transportation planning process, 

conducted through the Mid Region Council of Governments (MRGCD) and NMDOT, is available for 

review by the public through the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP), Transportation Improvement 

Program (TIP), Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), and other planning documents. 

d. On July 3, 2018, Brandye Hendrickson, FHWA’s Acting Administrator, responded to Mayor Tim Keller 

stating:  

“The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) does not decide which projects to advance. Instead, 

we make Federal-aid highway funds available to the State transportation departments by formula. 

They work with local officials to decide which projects to fund and are responsible for project 

development, subject to our oversight.  

The Mid-Region Metropolitan Planning Organization (MRMPO) has included the Sunport 

Boulevard Extension Project in its approved transportation improvement program with the 

longstanding support of the city of Albuquerque. Bernalillo County and the New Mexico 
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Department of Transportation (NMDOT) are developing the project. The officials at MRMPO and 

NMDOT may be able to address your comments.”  

On July 9, 2018, Gloria Shepherd, FHWA’s Associate Administrator for Planning, Environment, and 

Realty, responded to Julie Morgas Baca, Bernalillo County Manager, informing her that: 

“Acting Administrator Hendrickson advised Mayor Keller to express his concerns about the 
project to the New Mexico Department of Transportation and the Mid-Region Metropolitan 
Planning Organization. They are in the best position to address his concerns. “ 
 

In their two responses, the FHWA has clearly stated that the Mayor’s concerns with the project and his 

opposition to the project should be brought up through the established and federally approved 

transportation planning processes. His letter furthermore does not nullify the MRMPO’s approvals to 

date. These approvals include approving the federal funding for both Sunport Boulevard and Woodward 

Road Improvements. Even though Woodward Road is a City street, there are no City funds included in 

the Project. The funds in the Woodward Road Project are federal Surface Transportation – Large Urban 

funds with the local match paid by Bernalillo County. The Mayor’s letter also does not rescind or revoke 

any City Council Resolutions or formal agreements between the City of Albuquerque and the County.  

5.11  Hearing Comment 6 

Juan Reynosa with Southwest Organizing Project, 211 10th Street, SW, 87102  

a. The ISA was done to evaluate the environmental concerns associated with the Project. The ISA was done 

by surveys with the companies in the area searching databases and doing drive-by surveys. Yet, no 

actual testing of the soil or water was done in the Project area. No exploratory soil or groundwater 

sampling or lab analysis of soil waters or otherwise were performed. Thus, the ISA acknowledges that 

currently unrecognized contamination may exist on the site and the levels of such contamination may 

vary. It's already been noted that the South Valley Superfund Site, which is right at Woodward, is still in 

the process of being cleaned up, as is the Schwartzman landfill and Duke City Fueling. It’s a ridiculous 

premise to want to build a highway extension through an ongoing site clean-up. I don't think anything 

should be built there until the full remediation of that Project has been completed. It's also noted that 

with Schwartzman landfill there are no designated boundaries. They may still not know what is there 

yet. With both of these sites, including Duke City Fueling, there were no hazardous tests actually done. I 

just think this is a very poor way of providing information to the community around hazardous 

materials, especially since this has been one of the biggest area of concern that the community has 

continuously brought up and continues to bring up tonight. It seems to be done in a way that purposely 

assumes there aren't any hazardous materials in the Project area. And within that we're told that they 

did not find any indicators and they should not assume liability for information that proves otherwise. 

Their interpretation should not be used as legal opinion, and it's used solely for the three contaminated 

sites that are noted within the use of Bernalillo County. It seems to me that they're making sure to 

relieve themselves any of liability regarding their limited hazardous materials assessment, because 

there's a large likelihood that if actual soil testing was performed, there would be a slew of hazardous 

materials found. Thus, this EA does not do its job assessing environmental concerns associated with the 

Project if they're not providing real information on hazardous materials contained within the Project 
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area. I think that's a lot of baggage and raises a lot of red flags for FHWA, who would eventually approve 

this Project. I'm assuming there's a lot of extra liabilities involved and cost will increase dramatically.  

b. Moving on to the section on Environmental Justice, I find it interesting that none of the 11 potential 

impacts found on Table 4.6 were shown to have any potential impacts for the Project. I completely 

disagree with the assessment done earlier that there will be no impacts on this already overburdened 

community. 11,000 cars coming in right next to your neighborhood and you think there's going to be no 

air pollution or noise impacts on your community. This report even acknowledges that the Project may 

facilitate polluting industry and that's exactly what the community has been saying all along. Yet, the 

County claims the design overlay standards will help mitigate this. But that is not an actual document or 

a piece of policy yet. It is a carrot hanging in front of people to make it seem like what we're saying isn't 

going to happen. But I will say that until that is actually a valid document, that's a lie and they shouldn't 

be saying that as a claim to ensure that what the community has been saying all along won't happen. 

That's not good enough. Economic growth doesn't mean better public health, so you can't uphold that 

as better quality of life for a community. So once again, Southwest Organizing Project stands with the 

community against this Project and it should not be approved. 

5.12  Hearing Response 6 

a. See Hearing Response 2-d and Written Responses 14-s, 14-v, 14-w, and 14-x. 

b. See Hearing Responses 3-e and 3-f. 

5.13  Hearing Comment 7 

Alfred Volden, resident at 3215 Second Street, SW 87105 

I'm a third-generation resident of this area. My family has lived continuously in this area for 115 years. I am a 

proponent of this Project. I only see positive support that will occur in the area with this Project. It will create 

jobs and bring clean industry. As an owner of surrounding land, we have implemented restrictive covenants that 

prohibit noxious uses. This is an economic development area for the County that the entire Bernalillo County can 

be proud of. It has been blighted and it's time for this area to shine. So, I am a supporter of this. 

5.14  Hearing Response 7 

This comment is noted. 

5.15  Hearing Comment 8 

NM State Representative Andres Romero, resident at 4503 Valley Park Drive 

Since I was elected to the legislature to serve, in part, the communities of Mountain View and San Jose, I always 

heard at the legislature that we're short on money for various reasons, and community Projects in particular. 

When I've gone out to your communities I've asked what projects you prioritize for your areas so that we can 

make the best of the money that is available. Not once did I hear this Project being a priority for these 

communities. I also don't understand the benefit to the communities, that has not been made clear to me at all. 
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One of the stated benefits is congestion relief. However, as has been mentioned, there's going to be increased 

truck traffic throughout the Project, which can only indicate the use of this road by heavy industry. We have a 

few projects, one that is ongoing, the I-25 Rio Bravo interchange that is intended to relieve the congestion that 

us in the South Valley and in these communities feel. The FHWA and the NMDOT have also done a south I-25 

corridor study. Part of that study is restructuring and rebuilding I-25 and Gibson. That would also go a long way 

in reducing the congestion and traffic in our communities. It's also a much more viable project to explore than 

this Woodward/Sunport Extension. I don't know of any businesses, other than heavy industry, that would want 

to locate near sites that are being remediated. So in this I stand with a lot of community members from 

Mountain View and San Jose on opposing this Project and hope that we can get moving on some of the other 

priorities, like the south I-25 corridor.  

5.16  Hearing Response 8 

This has been a controversial Project, as evident in the comments. The Project purpose and need are addressed 

in Hearing Response 1-a. Traffic is addressed in Hearing Response 2-b. Other projects in the area are also 

important and intended to improve the operation of the transportation network in conjunction with the Project. 

The types of businesses of businesses that locate in the area are addressed in Hearing Response 1-b and 3-f. 

5.17  Hearing Comment 9 

Maria Globus, resident at 531 Shirk Lane, SW, Albuquerque 87105  

I feel like Mountain View and San Jose are like stepchildren. It feels like you're indifferent to what our felt 

experience is here. I don't understand why you're bringing in Second Street to this whole thing. I can understand 

Broadway, if you must. I guess the money is burning a hole in somebody's pocket. But I don't understand the 

Second Street thing. There's probably some kind of Project in the future that we don't know about, but Second 

Street is our street. You've taken all kinds of stuff from us. You pollute the air, you've zoned everything so all this 

heavy-duty commercial business can come in, tremendous pollution, and the danger to us in case of accident. 

You don't need to do this. 

5.18  Hearing Response 9 

The Sunport Extension connects to Broadway Boulevard at Woodward Road, which currently extends to Second 

Street. The Project would increase traffic on Woodward Road by an estimated 2,770 vehicles per day (vpd) in 

2040; therefore, improvements to Woodward Road are proposed to handle this traffic. Together, the Sunport 

Extension and Woodward Road Improvements enhance transportation system connectivity. Traffic on Second 

Street would increase by approximately 1,164 vpd in 2040 south of Woodward Road and decrease by about 

2,136 vpd north of Woodward Road in 2040. The impacts to Second Street include both positive and negative 

traffic growth. Bernalillo County will monitor the traffic situation on Second Street and consider planning for 

future improvements when traffic growth dictates. 
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5.19  Hearing Comment 10 

Paul Chavez, resident at 2209 Elm Street, SW 

I think this Project should have been done 30 years ago and the reasons are because -- one of the reasons is 

noise. The off ramp on I-25 to Gibson has been a thorn in our side for 30 years from the trucks using their jake 

brakes early in the morning, late at night. And not only that, we heard about the environmental -- or the 

hazardous point. In the '80s there was a gas truck that overturned there on Broadway and Gibson going east. It 

dumped the gas all the way down Broadway. It went into the sewer next to East San Jose and the fire 

department, they evacuated the school. The fire department poured water into that drain for 24 hours. A tar 

truck turned over in that same intersection. Two gravel trucks turned over going west and south on Broadway in 

those years. Now, it hasn't happened again, but it's real possible. I count the trucks, because I live right on the 

corner, the northwest corner of the freeway and Gibson. There's 20 to 30 gas trucks that come off that freeway 

and go back up every day. You're talking about the fumes and the environment for the school, for the kids. The 

study that they've taken here shows that the traffic is going to increase in the next ten years quite a bit. Is it all 

going to come down Gibson and down Broadway? It can't. We need this extension, no matter what everybody 

else says. It's progress, people. Get over it. 

5.20  Hearing Response 10 

This comment is noted. The traffic forecasts show that traffic volumes would decrease on Gibson Boulevard 

between Broadway Boulevard and I-25 by an estimated 4,402 vpd or -21 percent in 2040 with the Project. 

5.21  Hearing Comment 11 

Daniel Chavez, resident at 924 Ross Avenue, SW 

a. I ride my bike every day and I always commute south on Broadway and then from there to CNM. People 

don't realize that when you're biking that it's just as much of a hazard as being in a car, because there's 

less safety. I think the Project would be a benefit because they would build sidewalks. I am not for riding 

on the bike lanes on the road because I've been hit three times. I think sidewalks are good for all of us, 

especially for the children in that area, because there's no sidewalks there right now. Even for 

transportation to and from the airport it would help. The congestion would go down and also 

emergency services would be able to access that neighborhood from a different position in the city 

versus where we stand now. And not only that, it would provide growth for businesses, engineers and 

electrical people, construction people, they would all benefit from this.  

b. I think an EIS is definitely required because there's people that live here. If you're going to build this, 

have some respect for the neighbors and people that live here, because this is the air I breathe every 

day, this is the air I wake up to, this is the air I go to sleep in. The businesses that thrive in our 

neighborhood, I'm not too proud of them either. I'm not too proud of what's been hidden from us and 

what is hidden still from us. So definitely, care for the environment is required. So I'm for it, but at the 

same time I think there's respect due to the community. 
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5.22  Hearing Response 11 

a. This comment is noted. Response 2-c describes the bicycle and pedestrian network and proposed 

facilities. 

b. This comment is noted. 

5.23  Hearing Comment 12 

Rachel Riboni, resident of Mountain View 

I don't think that this should be approved as it is. I agree that we need to move forward with progress, but we 

also have to look at what has been done and what has not been addressed, which is air quality, traffic, safety, 

and poor planning on Second Street. I live down the road on William. We have a problem with all the trucks and 

fugitive dust from all the businesses and a lot of contamination in the ground and air, and the noise. And this is 

what we have to look forward to with this. I think that Second Street was a disaster because that's a beautiful 

area for the bosque, but now we have all this debris and build up right behind my house, which is on William 

and Rio Abajo. We have children and we have to consider their health. We have a lot of cancer. We have a lot of 

problems with breathing. But this has been going on for over 15 years. We got the Railrunner. We got the 

airplanes. We got the train. We got the traffic, all the diesels. We need to address sidewalks and bike lanes, of 

course. We have too many contaminates already. I don't agree with this until it's further studied or some of the 

sites and codes are enforced.  

5.24  Hearing Response 12 

This comment is noted. 

5.25  Hearing Comment 13 

Marisol Archuleta, resident at 3615 Big Cottonwood Drive SW 87105 

a. I live in the area that is just behind Second Street and Rio Bravo (Rossmoor), an area that wasn't 

included in this EA, though I know that we will be experiencing the impacts that we do not want. We live 

in an area where during rush hour traffic Second Street gets backed up going south and people like to 

cut off onto the side, where there is no sidewalk, and then they cut through my neighborhood and they 

drive very fast so that they can get onto Rio Bravo and skip all the traffic. This EA says that the traffic is 

going to increase going south on Second Street. I see this road as making my community more unsafe. I 

feel like the decision's already been made here.  

b. I really wish that people who are hired to do these EAs would actually speak to the people who live in 

the areas. Our children's schools are located right across the street from industry. We are constantly 

battling things against our own elected officials that are supposed to be protecting us. And to hear the 

contractor say that none of this will impact us is infuriating. I don't know how much of my tax money 

was spent to pay him, but I feel very uneasy allowing that type of report to represent what's really 

happening in my community.  
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5.26  Hearing Response 13 

a. It is expected that cut-thru traffic in the Rossmoor neighborhood located west of Second Street and 

north of Rio Bravo would be alleviated with improvements to Second Street. Improvements to Second 

Street that are proposed with this Project are only those necessary for the widening, channelization, and 

improvements to the intersection with Woodward Road. Although other improvements are likely 

needed for Second Street, those would be the subject of other planning and future projects. Although 

various needs are identified with transportation projects such as this, governmental agencies are 

financially constrained in what can be built now versus future needs. Transportation improvements are 

done incrementally since funding is limited. However, improvements to Second Street are not planned 

at this time due to funding constraints. Installation of traffic calming mechanisms would likely alleviate 

the cut-thru use of neighborhood streets. Bernalillo County will monitor this situation and consider the 

installation of traffic calming devices when cut-thru traffic problems become significant. 

b. This comment is noted. 

5.27  Hearing Comment 14 

John Hunter, resident at 221 Rossmoor, SW 87105 

Right in the area where this lady just got through speaking, we are impacted with a lot traffic from Second 

Street. In the afternoon traffic is backed up sometimes clear to Woodward across the tracks on Second Street. 

My biggest concern though is, why would you build a road for the west side which only goes one block? Then it 

goes south to Rio Bravo and to Rossmoor, which is going to make Rossmoor a thoroughfare. It's heavy traffic 

now. And the kids playing out there, if they lose control of their scooter or their bicycle, they'll get run over by 

speeders. These people come across that ditch on Rossmoor about 60 miles an hour. This Project is going to 

impact Rossmoor and the Rossmoor addition tremendously unless they build a flyover. So without a bridge this 

is a useless Project. 

5.28  Hearing Response 14 

See Hearing Response 13-a.  

5.29  Hearing Comment 15 

Mark Rudd, resident at 506 Valley High, SW  

It's almost a law of urban planning that the more roads you build, the worst the traffic becomes. Plus, every 

single person in this room knows that global warming is a terrible problem. It's a crisis. The west is burning right 

now. We have to stop doing what we're doing, which means burning fossil fuel. In all good conscience, the only 

moral thing to do here is to stop road improvements and build mass transit, especially for an airport. It's 

ridiculous to keep exacerbating the crisis of global warming. It's a moral problem. No more road improvements. 

Stop global warming. Got to do it. 
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5.30  Hearing Response 15 

This comment is noted. 

5.31  Hearing Comment 16 

Angela Vigil, representing Martineztown Santa Barbara and Victory Hills neighborhood 

I am here to support the residents of South San Jose. We've worked with Esther for many years. And she's told 

me about her health problems throughout the years, and it breaks my heart. She's my friend and I watch her 

suffer. 

5.32  Hearing Response 16 

This comment is noted. 

5.33  Hearing Comment 17 

Loretta Naranjo-Lopez, President of Santa Barbara Martineztown Neighborhood Association 

I am here to support the community of San Jose and Mountain View. I agree with the previous speaker, if we 

keep building roads we'll keep getting more traffic. That's common sense. We need to stop building them and 

really start planning in our communities and looking at the impacts that are already existing for these 

communities with the polluting industry.  

5.34  Hearing Response 17 

This comment is noted. 

5.35  Hearing Comment 18 

Art De La Cruz, resident at 1800 Elena 25 Circle, SW 

I wholeheartedly support this Project. I supported it from the first day that I got on the County Commission. And 

the reason that I supported it is something that's being left out. Environmental Justice is absolutely important, 

and I am glad to share that and much has been done to mitigate the pollution that occurred historically. What's 

being left out and one of the reasons that I ran for the County Commission was because of economic justice. 

Growing up in the South Valley in the 1960s, I saw a time where Isleta Boulevard was an active, vibrant 

commercial, living community. And if you look back in the short history of about eight years, what do you have 

now? You don't have any new polluters in the community. Anything that that you consider a polluter was here. 

Some were here before you were here. But we do have U.S. Foods and Admiral Beverage. I helped negotiate 

Wagner, on the corner of I-25 and Rio Bravo. What has that meant? What has Las Estancias meant on Rio Bravo 

and Coors? It has meant shopping opportunities, so you don't have to drive as far, don't have to drive that car 

and pollute the environment so much. Now let me share with you something that I asked my friends, my 

neighbors, that do not support this Project. What I will share with you is that you need to be careful of what are 
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called unintended consequences. Even if you have the ability to shut that Project down, if you ignore the fact 

that the scientists and engineers have said it's not going to be a negative impact, I will tell you about unintended 

consequences. Right now there's about a thousand acres that are undeveloped. If you look at those properties, 

they are already zoned industrial. That is an entitlement. And if you don't allow this Project to move forward, 

what will happen is that you're going to get, at some point in time, new companies that come in there. And 

they're very likely to be exactly the ones that you do not want, because that is an entitlement. They have a right 

to be there. They will be there. But if you open up that corridor and if you look at the County's planning and 

what the County Development and Planning Department in the past has done, they are after good, clean 

industrial development. That is what they want. That is what we need for jobs. So, I will tell you that opening up 

that corridor will open up opportunity for good, clean, smart, not only retail opportunities, but also good, clean 

industrial. Or consider what you may have the other way by trying to shut it down. 

Hearing Response 17 

This comment is noted. 

6.  Written Comments 

6.1  Written Comment 1 

Sister Joan Brown, osf, Executive Director, NM Interfaith Power and Light New Mexico Interfaith 
Power and Light, PO Box 27162, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87125, www.nm-ipl.org**info@nm-
ipl.org, 505-266-6966 

a. I write to express opposition to the Sunport Extension into the San Jose neighborhood. The community 

does not support this Project. They have sent in public comments on at least three EAs. Continuing to 

pursue this Project in a neighborhood which has so many environmentally polluting businesses and 

industries poses Environmental Justice and ethical concerns.  

b. The air quality in San Jose is already compromised, as is the health of those who live there.  

c. In addition, I am confused that this Project is being brought forth since Mayor Tim Keller in May of this 

year publicly stated that the City of Albuquerque was withdrawing its support for the Sunport Blvd. 

Extension Project. Why is the County pursuing this Project at the cost of taxpayers? 

d. I request that the County close the pursuit of this Project on the grounds of Environmental Justice and 

cost to taxpayers, when the city of Albuquerque has already stopped this Project from consideration. 

6.2  Written Response 1 

a. Environmental Justice is addressed in Hearing Response 3-e. 

b. Air quality is addressed in Hearing Response 1-c. 

c. The Mayor’s letter is addressed in Hearing Response 5-d. 

d. This comment is noted. 

http://www.nm-ipl.org**info@nm-ipl.org
http://www.nm-ipl.org**info@nm-ipl.org


Sunport Boulevard Extension and Woodward Road Improvements Input Synopsis 

Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc.  
 

AECOM | Environmental Assessment 23 
 

6.3  Written Comment 2  

Nora Garcia, President, Mountain View Neighborhood Association, P.O. Box 19081, Albuquerque, 
NM 87119-9081, E-mail: ngarcia49@yahoo.com 

The Mountain View Neighborhood Association concludes that the Project was implemented for the sole purpose 

of enhancing the industrial use of businesses in our northern border area, allowing truck traffic congestion to 

further promote businesses such as transloading facilities containing chemical hazards and allowing train tankers 

to sit on the tracks with possible faulty release values which could ignite and explode. This is the way we view 

your design overlay standards intended for positive influence on development patterns and enhancing the 

character of the area. Yes, for your own financial gain and at the risk of several low-income and minority 

residents living in San Jose and the Mountain View Area. You know for a fact that a safe distance for these 

explosions is a distance of five miles minimal. Yet you are still trying to sustain roadways for accommodating 

these continual polluting businesses while the fumes from these trucks running on a 24-hour schedule are 

polluting the air quality of the residents and subjecting them to respiratory diseases and illnesses such as 

asthma, cancer, etc. 

6.4  Written Response 2 

See Hearing Responses 1-a, 1-b, and 1-c. 

6.5  Written Comment 3 

John Hunter, 221 Rossmoor SW, Albuquerque, NM 87105, (505) 459-4680, hshmom@comcast.net 

a. The extension from Sunport Blvd. and Woodward Rd. will have a very negative impact (without a bridge) 

on the Mountain View community and neighborhood. Especially the Rossmoor addition. It is supposed 

to help the west side. But it only goes one block west of the railroad tracks, then it literally goes south. 

Without a bridge it is a waste of money. It will have a very negative impact on Second Street, Rio Bravo, 

and the Rossmoor addition. Due to the increase of traffic in the Rossmoor area, people are using this 

street as a short cut in the mornings and evenings. Wherever people and cars are in close proximity, 

traffic safety is a heightened concern. We are against the Sunport Extension because people already use 

our neighborhood as a short cut. If the Project goes thru it is going to have a very bad impact on Second 

Street and Rio Bravo neighborhoods worse than what it already does. It will be another mess of bumper 

to bumper cars thru the Rossmoor neighborhood. It will also make it hard for all the people who live 

here to get in and out of their driveways. Since school is getting ready to start, the school busses will 

have a hard time getting thru. But most important, it will be very dangerous for our kids at the bus 

stops. We have already seen people not watch for hem when they started the freeway Project. 

b. The Sunport Boulevard Extension is supposed to be good for the west side. But from the railroad tracks 

to Second Street is only about one block west. Then it literally goes south. It is supposed to be for the 

west side, but the west side is over the river. 
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6.6  Written Response 3 

a. See Hearing Response 13-a. 

b. The Sunport Boulevard Extension is intended to provide another means of access between Broadway 

and I-25, and it will help distribute traffic that is otherwise more concentrated on Gibson Boulevard, Rio 

Bravo Boulevard, and other area roads. It will benefit the Southwest Albuquerque area in general with 

this greater distribution of traffic, providing an alternative to Rio Bravo to some drivers, and thus 

generating some reduction to traffic on Rio Bravo and indirectly benefiting the west side. However, 

there are no plans or intention to provide another river crossing at this location. 

6.7  Written Comment 4 

Connie Martinez, 209 Abajo Road SE, Albuquerque, NM 87102, (505) 843-8462 

I feel that we haven’t received enough information about this Project. The presentation was very hard to 

understand because of the wording used. I have lived here since 1967 and we’ve always been dumped on. There 

is no benefit for the community. This is very sneaky, and someone has a personal agenda. We do need sidewalks 

and bike paths but we don’t need the traffic and the noise. We already have porta-potty storage, construction 

waste, and junk yards. We need walls to hide these eyesores and we need government to control development. 

I oppose this plan.  

6.8  Written Response 4 

This comment is noted. 

6.9  Written Comment 5 

Evelyn Costello, 1809 Del Norte SW, Albuquerque, NM 87105, (505) 877-9288, 
evelyncostello@msn.com 

2015 traffic counts indicate there is enough traffic at the Second/Woodward intersection to have a stop light. 

Bernalillo County should evaluate the installation of a stop light prior to the start of the Project. The increase in 

westbound traffic on Rio Bravo just causes drivers to seek alternative routes and Second Street is one of those 

alternate paths to get to Rio Bravo. When turning south on Second Street from Woodward Road there is poor 

visibility looking north due to a curve in the road. The sooner a traffic light is installed, the safer the intersection 

will be. 

6.10  Written Response 5 

The traffic signal recommended in this comment is actually planned to be installed at the intersection of Second 

Street and Woodward Road with this Project. Due to the need to identify funding, program a project, design the 

improvements, and to develop engineering plans and construction documents, a faster project would not be 

possible prior to the Woodward Road Improvements planned with the Project. No new project could be 
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developed faster than that which is underway already. The design and installation of a new traffic signal where 

none previously existed is not the type of work that can be performed by County maintenance forces.  

6.11  Written Comment 6 

Irene Entila, 415 Columbia Drive SE, Albuquerque, NM 87106, (505) 263-4530, ientila@icloud.com 

I was initially for both Projects because of adding more bike infrastructure. After hearing the presentation and 

community comments, I am going to say no to both Projects. It sounds like this Project is going to gentrify the 

San Jose and Mountain View communities, and that is something I morally cannot support. Plus, more pollution 

means environmental racism. I am going to go with the no build option and wait for another project to take on 

bike lanes or revisions to this current Project. 

6.12  Written Response 6 

This comment is noted. 

6.13  Written Comment 7 

Gerald Bowe, 216 12th Street NW, Albuquerque, NM 87102, (505) 977-1562, jerrybowe@yahoo.com 

This is an important Project to connect the South Valley to the Sunport. It will also provide another connection 

to I-25 saving commuters time and the movement of goods. It will also bring needed improvements to 

Woodward Road. And it will also lead to economic development. 

6.14  Written Response 7 

This comment is noted. 

6.15  Written Comment 8 

Nan Morningstar, 2022 Edith Blvd SE, Nan and John Morningstar, Owners Free Radicals, 300 Yale 
Blvd SE, Albuquerque, NM 87106, 505-254-3764, www.FreeRadicalsHQ.com 

I am a resident of South Broadway neighborhood. I attended the Public Hearing on July 19th. I am curious about 

the design overlay standards for the Project. It was mentioned that they are yet to be written. Are they to be a 

simple zoning overlay or will there be incentives as well? What types of businesses are being kept away and 

what sort are being courted? I'd like to be kept in the loop. 

6.16  Written Response 8 

The proposed design overlay standards are addressed In Hearing Response 3-f. 
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6.17  Written Comment 9 

Robert Nelson, resident of Wells Park, robert.nelson.abq@gmail.com 

I do not support the Project and I’ve described below the many points as to why I do not support it.  

a. The April 2018 EA prepared by AECOM (URS) and Ecosphere Environmental Service on behalf of 

Bernalillo County Public Works states:  

“This report is intended for the sole use of Bernalillo County. Services performed during this 

investigation may not be appropriate for other users, and any use or re-use of this document or of 

the findings, conclusions, or recommendations presented herein is at the sole risk of said user.” 

“LIMITATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS: This study was not intended to be a definitive investigation of 

any potential contamination, which may exist at the subject property. Given that the scope of 

services for this investigation was limited, and given that no exploratory soil borings, soil or 

groundwater sampling, or laboratory analyses of soils, water, air or other media were performed, 

currently unrecognized contamination may exist on the site, and the level of such potential 

contamination may vary across the site.”  

“URS does not assume any liability for information that has been misrepresented to us or for 

items not visible, accessible, or present on the subject property during the time of the site 

reconnaissance. Unless otherwise specified the tasks included no collection and analysis of 

samples.”  

“URS cannot warrant or guarantee that not finding indicators of hazardous materials means that 

hazardous materials do not exist on the subject site. There is no investigation thorough enough to 

preclude the presence of materials on the subject site, which presently, or in the future, may be 

considered hazardous. Because regulatory evaluation criteria are constantly changing, 

concentrations of contaminants present and considered to be acceptable may, in the future, 

become subject to different regulatory standards and require remediation. Opinions and 

judgments expressed herein are based on URS’ understanding and interpretation of current 

regulatory standards and should not be construed as legal opinions.” 

Writing Point Suggestions  
URS (AECOM) and Bernalillo County Public Works Department stating they do not take any liability and 

responsibility for what is written in the EA. The EA was not intended to investigate any potential 

contamination on the road Projects. There was no sampling of soil borings, soil or ground water 

sampling, or laboratory analyses of soils, water, air or other media were performed. Admittedly they 

only did a visual inspection and web database searches. There is the potential that unrecognized 

contamination may exist and may vary across the sites located in the road Projects Sunport Extension 

/Woodward Road. These sites include South Valley Superfund Site and the Schwartzman Landfill.  

It is an insult to the people and the environment of San Jose and Mountain View, who have suffered 

from the nuclear bomb industry, oil and gas industries, metal processing for recycling, unlined waste 

dumping, chemical industries, and many others that have left a legacy of toxic pollution on the land, air 

and groundwater--all because an entirely Hispanic community of poor working people cannot afford 

legal fees to make companies clean up their environmental wastes. For the FHWA to assure that 

Environmental Justice is properly and adequately considered in the Sunport Extension road Projects the 
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FHWA should require URS (AECOM) and Bernalillo County Public Work to do a full-scale EIS or give the 

Sunport Extension a “No-Build Alternative”. 

b. The EA states the purpose and need for the Sunport Extension is to balance traffic volumes and 

congestion relief. Better balance traffic volumes on the roadway network by providing another 

connection from the existing arterial system (Broadway Boulevard and Second Street) to I-25. 

Writing Point Suggestions: 
• The Sunport Extension is not being designed for the stated purpose and need to balance traffic 

volumes, improve circulation, and congestion relief. It is designed to only increase traffic on 

Broadway Blvd (south), Woodward Road and Second Street south to Rio Bravo and to decrease 

traffic to the downtown Albuquerque central business district. 

• Over ten thousand vehicles traveling every day on Woodward Road (south side of the community 

of San Jose). Will create adverse direct effects, such as noise and vehicle emissions for the families 

living in San Jose. Traffic noise that will disrupt a child’s ability to sleep and concentrate, which 

may affect a child’s acquisition of speech, language, and language-related skills, such as reading 

and listening interfere with speech and language. On adults and elderly, the traffic noise may 

cause hypertension, heart disease, and sleep disturbance. 

• The increase of chemical pollution from vehicle emissions along with the idling trains and chemical 

smells that come from the polluting industries in San Jose will exacerbate the breathing in of air 

pollutants and put children and families of San Jose at a higher risk for asthma and other 

respiratory diseases. 

• The additional ten thousand or more vehicles traveling from the Sunport Extension east and west 

on Woodward Road, will make it impossible for the families to merge from William Street on to 

Woodward Road; which is one of the three only entrances and exits the community of San Jose 

neighborhood has. An exit and entrance (William Street and Woodward Road) the community of 

San Jose has had accessed for over seventy-five years. 

• The additional auto emissions from over ten thousand vehicles along with idling trains in the 

community of San Jose will increase the community’s cumulative impacts of air toxics such as 

benzene, PM10 and PM 2.5. 

• The multi-modal bike and pedestrian lanes are dangerous. Who will ride a bicycle or take a baby 

carriage up the Sunport Extension next to big semi-trucks traveling at 45 miles per hour and other 

traffic speeding to pass a semi-truck at 60 miles per hour. The Sunport Extension is unsafe for 

multi-modal use. 

• The Sunport Extension bike lanes (one in each direction) will be extremely dangerous to bicyclists 

riding a bicycle along the side of a semi-truck traveling at speeds of 45 MPH. 

• Drivers traveling west on Woodward Road will become frustrated when the trains are completing 

a track switching operation; impatient and frustrated drivers trying to avoid lengthy delays from 

the freight train switching operations will speed through the neighborhood of San Jose trying to 

find an exit to get back onto Broadway Blvd. Putting the children and families living on William St, 

Bethel Ave and San Jose Ave in harms way. 
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• Big semi-trucks and tanker trucks are going to have difficulty making their way up a grade 7 hill 

(Sunport Extension), then queue up and turn onto the northbound I-25 ramp. When the exiting 

airport traffic is fast and unyielding, especially for a big semi-truck. 

The Environmental Assessment states traffic vehicles will increase on 2nd street and Rio Bravo. 

Writing Point Suggestions:  
Bernalillo County has not addressed what they are going to put in place to protect and keep the children 

and families on Quetzal Drive and Poco Loco Drive safe from adverse direct effects of vehicles speeding 

through their neighborhood. When traffic on 2nd Street is backed up waiting to turn right on Rio Bravo. 

Frustrated drivers will drive on the dirt shoulder of 2nd St then turn right onto Rossmoor Dr. and Cameo 

Dr. cutting through the neighborhood as fast as they can to get to Rio Bravo, then other frustrated 

drivers will follow repeating the same pattern. This is already happening today. 

c. The EA states the purpose and need for the Sunport Extension is Improved Access and Circulation. 

Improve access to economic centers and related commercial and industrial development through a 

more direct roadway link from Albuquerque International Sunport and I-25 to Broadway Boulevard and 

Second Street. 

Writing Point Suggestions:  
In 2017, the community members of San Jose and Mountain View had to request and attend 6 Public 

Information Hearings on polluting industries for numerous hot mix and recycle asphalts plants, a 

Concrete Crushing Demolition Company and a Chemical Terminal Company applying for air quality 

permits. All six air permits where approved. On August 30, 2018 community members of Mountain View 

and San Jose will be attending a second Public Information Hearing for 2018 regarding another polluting 

industry applying for an Air Quality Construction Permit (New Mexico Terminal Services) to build 

another hot mix asphalt facility in the community of Mountain View. With all the new hot mix asphalt 

facilities and existing hot mix and recycling asphalt facilities that have already been approved for air 

permits in 2017/2018. The community of Mountain View is becoming the corridor for hot mix and 

recycling asphalt facilities for the Unincorporated Bernalillo County, City of Albuquerque and the State 

of New Mexico. 

• The proposed Sunport Extension roadway WILL NOT bring economic centers, hotels or restaurants 

to build near Broadway Blvd (south), Rio Bravo Blvd. and 2nd Street. The land the County would 

like to see developed is cheap to purchase and zoned M-2 & SU-2 for Heavy Industries. It will 

attract and encourage more polluting industries to locate and build their facilities in the 

communities of San Jose and Mountain View. 

• Albuquerque Asphalt owner told the community of Mountain View and San Jose at the Public 

Information Hearing/Round Table held on April 26, 2018 that Commissioner Quezada assisted 

them (Albuquerque Asphalt) in finding a location to build a Portable Hot Mix Asphalt facility in 

Mountain View as long as they did not build across from the school. Albuquerque Asphalt is 

planning to built across the street on Broadway (east side) a distance away from Mountain View 

Elementary School. 

• Commissioner Quezada failed to see across the street from the Mountain View Elementary School 

the existing Black Rock Asphalt facility, the proposed building of Mountain States Constructors 
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(Hot Mix Asphalt Plant) and Albuquerque Asphalt planning to build their Hot Mix Asphalt Plant are 

all within a mile range east from the Mountain View Elementary School. 

• If San Jose and Mountain View were to have filed an appeal on any of the 7 approved air permits, 

according to the City of ABQ/Bernalillo County Air Quality Control Board Adjudicatory Guidebook. 

The only way the hearing Officer for Air Quality Control Board will accept the community’s 

research, technical or scientific data is through an attorney, toxicologist or scientist. 

• We should ask if Roger Paul from the Public Works Department’s budget and if Commissioner 

Quezada from his discretionary funds are going to put money aside for the community of 

Mountain View and San Jose to hire attorneys, toxicologists or scientists to challenge all the new 

air permits that will be approved from the new polluting industries the Sunport Extension is going 

to attract. 

• People traveling through the Sunport Extension to Woodward and 2nd Street will see two Bulk 

Gasoline Terminals and four Concrete Crushing Demolition Companies will get the impression the 

Sunport Extension is the major arterial for polluting industries in the Unincorporated Bernalillo 

County. 

• People will only see the mountains of boulders and broken concrete stacked so high, you no 

longer can see the beautiful cottonwood trees in the Bosque and the view of the mountains. 

• For Bernalillo County to attract US Foods and Admiral Beverage into the area the County had to 

give US Foods and Admiral Beverage personal Property Tax Exemptions and Industrial Revenue 

Bonds and the families of San Jose living on Broadway Blvd. (North), Wesmeco Dr and Arno St who 

pay property taxes do not have storm drainage and sidewalks. 

• From the 2900 Block of William Street to Woodward Rd the community of San Jose does not have 

sidewalks to walk to the proposed Woodward Road Improvements. The County Public Works 

Deputy Manager Roger Paul said at the July 19, 2018 Public Hearing: “Woodward Road is a city 

street and the city may have other plans for it beyond this Project. None that they know of, there 

will be no road reconstruction between 2nd, Woodward, Broadway and I-25 there will be no bike 

lanes, no sidewalks and no improvements. These could be done potentially if another Project was 

setup, without this Project improvements will not happen.” 

• Ask Roger Paul, what happens to the General Obligation Bond funding tax payers approved for the 

Woodward Road Reconstruction? How can Bernalillo County Public Works take away the money 

from General Obligation Bond voters approved for the Woodward Road Reconstruction? 

• Request the County and Bernalillo County Public Works to be transparent with the public and 

disclose within thirty days (after July 31, 2018 on the Sunport Extension Project website) a 

complete breakdown of all the funding sources and allocations that has been secured for the 

Sunport Extension, Woodward Road and 2nd Street Improvement Reconstruction. 

d. The EA states Bernalillo County has land use regulations to review and control development. The County 

is preparing, has prepared a developing mechanism in the draft San Jose/Mountain View design overlay 

standards to guide the growth of future commercial and industrial development in the Project area. A 

draft design overlay (San Jose/Mountain View) Bernalillo County stated in the 2015 EA “Bernalillo 

County is addressing land use issues in the Mountain View and San Jose communities and has prepared 

the draft San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay plan to “positively influence development patterns in 



Sunport Boulevard Extension and Woodward Road Improvements Input Synopsis 

 Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc. 
 

30 AECOM | Environmental Assessment 
 

an effort to shape and enhance the character and identity of Upper Mountain View.” “The County has 

prepared the San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay plan which, when adopted (anticipated in late 

2015), could mitigate impacts from future new development.” 

Writing Point Suggestions: 
• In the three years Bernalillo County has made the above statement in the 2015 EA, no known 

community members of San Jose and Mountain View has seen or read the draft San 

Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay. 

• A Design Overlay (San Jose/Mountain View) that will probably only be a checklist for the 

undesirable business to know how to build a parking lot, address off-street parking, signage, 

landscaping, fencing and walls, lighting and setbacks. 

• The draft San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay will not change the zoning codes needed to 

protect the quality of lives of families living in San Jose and Mountain View. 

• The community members of San Jose and Mountain View believe the draft San Jose/Mountain 

View Design Overlay that is being prepared or that is already prepared by Bernalillo County Public 

Works will not be approved by the Bernalillo County Commission. In the past twelve years the 

County Commissioners have not officially adopted or approved the draft Mountain View Sector 

Development Plan, then why will the County Commissioners officially adopt or approve the draft 

San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay.  

e. Public Involvement Meetings: Ecosphere’s letter addressed to Agency Representative or Interested 

Party on April 20, 2018 mentions, “citizen involvement, as mandated by FHWA and NMDOT procedures, 

was accomplished through individual contact, correspondence, and meetings. During the past eight 

years, five public meetings and numerous agency and stakeholder consultations have taken place, and 

additional public involvement and agency coordination are ongoing. The NEPA process requires 

coordination with pertinent agencies and interested parties. 

Writing Point Suggestions: 
Ecosphere’s Senior Project Manager letter John Taschek dated April 20, 2018 on the EA is an insult to 

the community members of San Jose & Mountain View who will receive the greatest potential adverse 

impacts of the road Project--noise, dust, traffic, interference with existing superfund monitoring and 

remediation systems for groundwater. The area we live in was polluted by G.E., Chevron, the American 

Car and Foundry (during the making of an atomic bomb), the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail Road’s 

creosote facility, UNIVAR who makes all kinds of hazardous chemicals (some of which are explosive), and 

other heavy industries that pollute the ground, air and the water in San Jose and Mountain View. 

Mr. Taschek saying public involvement had been attained as part of the Project. Is not true, the public 

advertised meetings held by URS and Bernalillo County Public Works did not give the community 

members of San Jose, Mountain View and the public the opportunity to make comments or ask 

questions. The community and public were told after the PowerPoint presentations, "there would be no 

questions or comments out loud, questions or comments would be addressed at the stations on a post it 

notes or on an easel pad. The public was denied an opportunity to ask questions or make comments out 

loud. Is a violation of our basic rights as human beings to be treated with fairness and decency and 

respect. 
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f. The community of San Jose and Mountain View are economically disadvantaged communities comprised 

of mostly Hispanic people, it even says so in the EA prepared for the Project. URS, Ecosphere 

Environmental Services and Bernalillo County Public Works admit they did not take any sampling of soil 

borings, soil or ground water sampling, or laboratory analyses of soils, water, air around the 

Schwartzman and Demolition Debris Landfills. South Valley Superfund Site and rights-of-way along 

Woodward Road and 2nd St. admit they only did a visual inspection and web database search. 

The FHWA needs to give the Sunport Extension a “No-Build Alternative” or make the decision for an EIS 

to be completed to thoroughly and truthfully examine all the negative impacts the Sunport Extension 

will have on the families of San Jose and Mountain View for many decades. 

g. The City of Albuquerque No Longer Supports the Sunport Extension Project. On May 1, 2018, Mayor Tim 

Keller publicly stated that the City of Albuquerque was withdrawing its support for the Sunport Blvd 

Extension Project. The Project, including the Woodward Road Improvements, is almost entirely on City 

property so there is a serious question as to why the County is doing continuing to pursue this Project. 

6.18  Written Response 9 

a. Hazardous materials are addressed in Hearing Response 2-d and Written Responses 14-s, 14-v,14-w, and 

14-x. This comment refers to the ISA not EA. 

b. Traffic-related concerns 

• Project purpose and need are addressed in Hearing Response 1-a. 

• The FHWA and NMDOT noise analysis procedures were followed, including evaluation of 

mitigation measures. Only a few individual residences are impacted by noise from the Project, and 

most of these residences already experience high noise levels from existing traffic. A large 

percentage or number of members of the surrounding community are not impacted by increased 

noise. Under FHWA criteria, noise mitigation is not feasible for the individual impacted because 

noise walls would cut off their access. 

• Air quality is addressed in Hearing Response 1-c. 

• The traffic forecasts for 2040 on Woodward Road show an increase of about 2,770 vpd with the 

Project for a total of 6,611 on Woodward Road between Second Street and Broadway Boulevard. 

The continued use of the Woodward/William intersection and the access that this intersection 

provides to the San Jose neighborhood is expected to be maintained after this project is 

constructed. Gaps in the flow of traffic on Woodward Road are expected as the result of the traffic 

signals at the nearby intersections of Woodward/Second Street and 

Woodward/Broadway/Sunport. These gaps will create opportunities for traffic to use this 

intersection for access to William Street and San Jose. Bernalillo County will work with the City of 

Albuquerque to monitor traffic operation at this intersection and consider the installation of a 

traffic signal if warranted. 

• The analysis in the EA shows that the Project would not cause transportation-related air quality 

impacts; therefore, cumulative impacts are not anticipated. 

• Pedestrian and bicycle issues are addressed in Hearing Response 2-c. 
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• Bernalillo County will work with the City of Albuquerque to monitor cut-thru traffic in the San Jose 

neighborhood and will consider traffic calming devices if warranted. 

• The roadway would require a maximum grade of 7 percent, which is in accordance with the 

American Association of State Highway and Transportation Official’s (AASHTO’s) A Policy on 

Geometric Design of Highways and Streets (AASHTO 2011). 

• See Hearing Response 13-a. 

c. Industrial development related concerns are addressed in Hearing Responses 1-b and 3-f. Funding for 

the Sunport Extension includes $16,892,980 of local and federal funds available during the 4-year period 

from 2018 to 2021, and additional funds anticipated in subsequent years. The Woodward Road 

Improvements are estimated to cost approximately $4,782,641, with the full amount available from 

local and federal sources. 

d. The proposed design overlay standards are addressed in Hearing Response 3-f. 

e. Regarding past public involvement, an Input Synopsis summarizing comments and responses from the 

2015 public hearing was prepared in February 2016 and published on the Bernalillo County website. 

Comments from the 2015 public hearing and subsequent correspondence were addressed in the current 

EA to the extent possible. Notably, the Sunport Extension and Woodward Road Improvements were 

combined and analyzed in a single EA, as requested by the public. Other comments were addressed 

regarding traffic congestion, air quality, multi-modal access, and cumulative impacts. 

The public availability of the current EA and public hearing were advertised in the Albuquerque Journal 

on July 1, 2018 and the EA was publicly available for review until July 31, 2018. Additional community 

announcements were included in the County’s neighborhood e-newsletters, emails to neighborhood 

associations, and numerous social media posts and tweets. Reminder postcards for the public hearing 

were sent out one week prior to the hearing to approximately 2900 households and businesses located 

near the Project area. Emails were also sent to individuals and organizations who had expressed interest 

in the Project in the past. Two TV interviews about the Project and hearing were conducted and aired 

during prime-time news broadcasts. The Albuquerque Journal highlighted the public hearing on the day 

of the event.  

f. The FHWA will make the final decisions on whether to proceed with the No-Build Alternative or an EIS.  

g. The Mayor’s letter is addressed in Hearing Response 5-d. 

6.19  Written Comment 10 

Manuel Candelaria, 207 Abajo Road SE, Albuquerque, NM 87102, (505) 843-7638 

We don’t really see a necessity for Woodward to be changed. It will create more congestion and traffic, 

especially big semi-trucks and such. 

6.20  Written Response 10 

This comment is noted. 
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6.21  Written Comment 11 

Rita Candelaria, 207 Abajo Road SE, Albuquerque, NM 87102, (505) 843-7638 

We’ve lived here since 1970; All my four kids were raised here. For the forty years I’ve lived here I haven’t seen 

improvement. We have concrete waste, port-potty storage, and Second Street in a mess. I disagree with the 

Woodward Road Improvements and Sunport Extension because it will add more pollution and more 

contamination of the environment. And we have enough. 

6.22  Written Response 11 

This comment is noted. 

6.23  Written Comment 12 

Loretta Naranjo-Lopez, President, Santa Barbara Martineztown Neighborhood Association (505) 270-
7716, mailto:sbmartineztown@gmail.com  

It is easy to write down on paper the Bernalillo County has land use controls, when dealing with adverse 

companies that will pollute your neighborhood. I have helped our sister neighborhood of San Jose when they 

need assistance in challenging special use permits, or air permits. The County Planning Commission normally has 

meetings scheduled during business hours. So, the residents have to miss work to attend. The air permit 

meetings are usually held in the evening and it is normally a two-hour meeting. The results are usually the same 

with the applicant gaining approval with very few restrictions.  

This is what usually takes place when an applicant is seeking a special use permit. The applicant views the land 

and negotiates with the land owner’s representative to see if a land use permit can be obtained before the land 

is purchased. Then an application is presented to a Bernalillo County Community Development Manager. If it is 

determined a special use permit is needed the additional forms are completed and fees paid. The applicant has 

to post zone change request sign on the property and must notify neighborhood associations of the special use 

request, is encouraged to meet with the neighborhood associations. 

Once the application is completed and provisionally approved a hearing is scheduled with the County Planning 

Commission. Then the representatives of the neighborhood have to schedule time off of work and attend the 

hearing. The day of the hearing, the applicant and applicants’ attorneys see a large community presence a 

deferral is requested, and the hearing is rescheduled for another day. The cycle is continued until the hearing 

day the applicant feels there is weak opposition. Then the special use permit is approved. The community may 

appeal the decision to the County Commission which usually rules in favor of the applicant. 

The air permitting application process is similar to requesting a special use permit, except only if there is 

significant interest the Director of Environmental Health Department will schedule a Public Information Hearing. 

At the Public Information Hearing both sides are allowed to present testimony and these hearing are passionate 

and lively. Then the Environmental Health Department meets behind the scenes with a couple of Air Quality 

Division staff members to approve the air quality permit. If the community has an attorney, they may appeal on 
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the merits of the case to the Albuquerque/Bernalillo County Air Quality Control Board. The appeal may take 

years for the hearing to happen. 

All of the laws, regulations and guidelines are written to protect the applicant and the neighborhood has to 

prove the new company will be injurious to the community. Everyone has a definition of injurious and hearing 

officer thinks injurious is imminent harm, while the community is looking at the harm that occurs 5, 10 and even 

15 years later. The Sunport Extension will be injurious on the first day it is opened because of the steep grade. 

Someone will drive down the hill faster than they should and will misjudge the traffic lights and a bad accident 

will happen right on the corner of Woodward and Broadway. The San Jose neighborhood is saying the freeway 

extension is unneeded and unwanted, yet the County is choosing to force this on the neighborhood. This 

community knows exactly what it feels like to have an unwanted Project forced on them. It is a shameful day 

when the NMDOT and FHWA join the County and impose another Project on the San Jose and Mountain View 

neighborhoods. 

6.24  Written Response 12 

See Hearing Response 1-b. This Project does not involve the special use or air quality permitting processes.  

6.25  Written Comment 13 

Ray Kottke, 211 Abajo Rd. SE, Albuquerque,NM 87102, 505-440-5786, rekhilo@hawaiiantel.net 

I and my neighbors would receive direct impact of the pollution that would result from the proposed industrial 

and transportation involved in the “Build it and They Will Come” Woodward modification from the Sunport 

Extension bringing the Freeway into our streets and property. The notion that this expansion of Woodward and 

broadening of the roadways toward Second Street, allowing more building materials distribution, roadway 

products, waste redemption, and other base industrial products would enhance the employment possibilities 

and result in the cleansing of the environmental problems in our area is ridiculous and foolhardy. This area is 

already supposed to be an "Environmental Justice” area, to be cleansed of air and water pollution entities 

currently present. First of all, isn’t this a bit of the “cart before the horse” theme - telling the citizens they will 

get improved pollution control by approving this “pollution producing” road expansion before completing the 

supposed Superfund clean-up activities already plaguing the area. The folks in the area fought for some 

Superfund action, and now the government wants to allow pollution producing industry to expand further into 

our neighborhoods. Maybe it’s because this is a lower income area that government and industry think they can 

run over the citizens, but this isn’t over yet and there will be more and more opposition. The area citizens 

cannot be convinced that there will suddenly be Malls and/or stores and/or clean industry in an area that has 

already become a road materials, industry waste, and base industrial production area - we live here and we see 

the reality. 

6.26  Written Response 13 

This comment is noted. See Hearing Responses 1-b and 3-f. 
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6.27  Written Comment 14-a 

Jonathan Block, Staff Attorney, New Mexico Environmental Law Center 

a. (Section I-A-1) The ES is not a stand-alone document covering both the Sunport and Woodward Projects. 

6.28  Written Response 14-a 

The FHWA concluded in 2016 that the two environmental documents (EA for Sunport Extension and draft 

categorical exclusion [CE] for Woodward Road) should be combined and presented as a single EA. This 

conclusion was based on the premise that analyzing impacts linked to both Projects separately would constitute 

segmentation; implementation of the Sunport Extension Project would necessitate improvements to Woodward 

Road. As a result, the current EA was prepared to updated information, including conducting new studies, 

incorporating study results from the previous individual Projects where still applicable (such as regarding 

cultural resources), and evaluating both Projects as a combined action. 

6.29  Written Comment 14-b 

b. (Section I-A-2) The 2014 Technical Study for Woodward Road was not an EA, rather a study to support 

preparation of a CE. 

6.30  Written Response 14-b 

The 2014 Technical Study addressed traffic conditions and preliminary design concepts. That study is now 

updated. It was never portrayed as an EA. The current EA contains a detailed description of how the design of 

the Sunport Extension and Woodward Road Improvements evolved into the current Project. This process 

involved at least five traffic related technical studies. 

6.31  Written Comment 14-c 

c. (Section I-A-3) No additional study or analysis was done to prepare the current EA and no reply was 

prepared to 2015 Public Hearing comments. 

6.32  Written Response 14-c 

The current EA includes updates or new studies of Project purpose and need, traffic forecasts and analysis, and 

design features. A new biological study, ISA, noise analysis, and air quality analysis were prepared for the current 

EA. These studies were documented with individual reports. Previous Cultural resource studies for the entire 

corridor (Sunport and Woodward) are still relevant and are summarized in the EA. Analysis and text throughout 

the current EA was updated to incorporate the new study findings and address the combined Project. 

See Written Response 9-e regarding past public involvement. 
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6.33  Written Comment 14-d 

d. (Section I-A-4) There are lapses in the NEPA process. Health Impact Partners (HIP) was not notified until 

3 days prior to the hearing, no new schedule was shown on the County website, the EA was not 

available until end of June, the air quality report was not provided until a few days prior to the hearing, 

and the EA did not respond to agency coordination letters. 

6.34  Written Response 14-d 

Regarding the public availability of the EA, see Written Response 9-e. 

Not all technical reports were published on the website (biological evaluation, ISA, noise report, traffic studies, 

etc.) Although the air quality analysis was not required because Bernalillo County was designated as an 

“attainment” area in 2016, a follow up analysis was performed to confirm the findings of the previous 2015 

analysis in light of new 2040 traffic forecasts. The air quality modeling and analysis was done early in the process 

to report the findings in the EA, but the final report was completed concurrent with the EA. 

Extensive agency coordination has been conducted over the past 8-10 years as part of the development of this 

Project. New agency letters with an invitation for comments were sent in April 2018. Agency comments received 

at the time of EA publication included concurrence from the SHPO on the finding of the cultural resource 

reports, information from the US Fish and Wildlife Service on protected species, and several agency responses 

with no comment. No other new comments were received from agencies. 

6.35  Written Comment 14-e 

e. (Section I-A-5) When a single EA is prepared, it must have another public hearing. The July 19 hearing 

was merely a comment opportunity, with no questions allowed. 

6.36  Written Response 14-e 

A single EA has been prepared and a public hearing held. The attached responses address all the comments 

received at the meeting and in subsequent correspondence. The approach of listening to comments without 

engaging in extensive discussion allowed time for all commenters to present their questions and concerns and 

for informed responses to be considered and prepared. Numerous previous public meetings have been held that 

allowed the opportunity for questions, answers and general discussion regarding the Project. The July 19th 

Public Hearing represented the culmination of the public involvement process. Although new studies were 

performed as described above, results and conclusions were not materially different from past findings and 

conclusions, thus diminishing the value of further meetings.  

6.37  Written Comment 14-f 

f. (Section I-A-6) The EA does not establish purpose and need and therefore the preferred alternative is 

not acceptable. 
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6.38  Written Response 14-f 

See Hearing Response 1-a.  

6.39  Written Comment 14-g 

g. (Section I-B-1) There is no demonstrated need for the Project: The EA fails to evaluate traffic congestion, 

need for new access, and the economic rationale for the Build Alternative. 

6.40  Written Response 14-g 

Traffic growth has been forecast for the Project area by the MRCOG. These forecasts have been developed both 

with Sunport Boulevard Extension in place (the Preferred or Build Alternative) and without Sunport Boulevard 

Extension being constructed (No-Build Alternative). Traffic growth—increases in daily traffic volumes—is 

forecast for the future design year (2040) regardless of whether the Sunport Boulevard Extension is constructed. 

With the use of the forecast traffic volumes, capacity and operational analyses of the intersections within the 

Project limits has been completed using nationally accepted software (the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ 

Synchro). This includes the intersections of Woodward/2nd Street, Woodward/Broadway/Sunport, and the 

Sunport/I-25 ramps. Delays and LOS have been calculated. These analyses have been performed for the Build 

Alternative only. No intersection operational analyses have been performed for the No Build conditions because 

the Project’s primary purpose is transportation system connectivity and not related to addressing congestion 

problems on the existing street system. 

Traffic congestion has been included as part of the Project’s purpose and need because of the inherent benefit 

associated with the broader distribution of traffic over more roadways. As described in the EA and in all previous 

related Project documents, traffic on Broadway and Second Street, north of Woodward Road and Sunport 

Boulevard, is forecast to be reduced with Sunport Boulevard Extension in place, thus there is a benefit relative to 

traffic congestion with the Build Alternative, particularly to the adjacent San Jose neighborhood.  

Traffic volume forecasts and operational analyses have not been performed for the alternatives ruled out from 

further consideration. Alternatives D and H have been eliminated from further consideration because they do 

not meet the purpose and need for the Project and due to the numerous fatal flaws associated with their 

alignments. Therefore, there is no practical reason for additional analyses of these alternatives.  

6.41  Written Comment 14-h 

h. (Section I-B-2) The EA does not provide an evaluation of whether traffic congestion is problematic. 

Future traffic on Second Street needs to be analyzed. 

6.42  Written Response 14-h 

In the No Build condition, 2040 traffic on Second Street south of Woodward is forecast to be 12,600; traffic on 

Second Street north of Woodward is forecast to be 10,000. These forecasts volumes are without the addition of 

Sunport Boulevard. In the Build condition, 2040 traffic on Second Street south of Woodward is forecast to be 
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13,800; traffic on Second Street north of Woodward is forecast to be 7,900. Thus, a traffic reduction is seen 

north of Woodward with the Project. Forecast traffic volumes on Second Street south of Woodward are lower 

with the No-Build Alternative by about 8 percent; however, in either case with the Build or No-Build 

Alternatives, major improvements to Second Street between Rio Bravo and Woodward will likely be needed by 

2040 to accommodate the forecast traffic growth. Bernalillo County will monitor this situation and consider 

planning for future improvements to Second Street when traffic growth dictates. 

In the No Build condition, 2040 traffic on Broadway south of Woodward is forecast to be 11,300; traffic on 

Broadway north of Woodward is forecast to be 14,800. These forecasts volumes are without the addition of 

Sunport Boulevard. In the Build condition, 2040 traffic on Broadway south of Woodward is forecast to be 

12,500; traffic on Broadway north of Woodward is forecast to be 8,800. As with Second Street, in either the 

Build or No-Build Alternatives, major improvements to Broadway will likely be needed by 2040 to accommodate 

the forecast growth. 

6.43  Written Comment 14-i 

i. (Section I-B-3) The EA does not demonstrate an access problem using travel time accessibility measures. 

6.44  Written Response 14-i 

Detailed studies of travel time comparisons or accessibility analyses have not been performed and are 

considered unnecessary since the issues of travel time for area access to I-25 are basically moot—the 

transportation gap identified in the 1980s and 1990s studies, and in current Project studies since 2009 still exists 

and is best addressed via the Preferred Alternative. 

6.45  Written Comment 14-j 

j. (Section I-B-4) The discussion of economic growth is too optimistic and does not account for the fact 

that the area already has access, albeit less direct. 

6.46  Written Response 14-j 

The EA utilized the Strategic Highway Research Program II (SHRP2) EconWorks Assess My Project tool. This 

planning tool draws from the case study database to estimate the range of economic impacts likely to results 

from a specific type of Project in a defined setting. It identifies a reasonable range for expected economic 

impacts based on factors such as the type of facility proposed, costs, and traffic volumes (in this case a 

connector type facility with an estimated cost of approximately $26 million and a daily traffic volumes of about 

11,000 vpd). The Assess My Project tool does not provide information on the effects of changing reliability, 

connectivity, or accessibility (SHRP2 2016). 

6.47  Written Comment 14-k 

k. (Section I-B-5) The EA does not make it clear that industry will be allowed to locate here—how will the 

area look? Is the Project compatible with future uses?  
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6.48  Written Response 14-k 

The EA identifies existing zoning in the area with a narrative and zoning map, describes previous planning 

documents such as the Southwest Area Plan, and acknowledges that permissible land uses, including heavy 

industry, can locate in the area under these regulations and policies. The EA acknowledges that growth is likely 

to occur in the area (and probably more rapidly with the Project), but it cannot appropriately speculate as to the 

rate of growth or type of specific development that may be proposed on individual parcels. 

6.49  Written Comment 14-l 

l. (Section I-B-6) The EA does not make it clear that economic benefits are to the entire region. 

6.50  Written Response 14-l 

The economic benefits predicted by the EconWorks Assess My Project tool would accrue within the entire 

region. 

6.51  Written Comment 14-m 

m. (Section I-B-7) The EA does not consider a bike/pedestrian only No-Build Alternative.  

6.52  Written Response 14-m 

The primary purpose for this Project is transportation system connectivity with respect to all modes of travel, 

not just pedestrian and bicycle modes. A pedestrian-bicycle only alternative would not satisfy this purpose in 

itself; however, the inclusion of pedestrian and bicycle facilities along with vehicle facilities does satisfy the 

Project purpose. A pedestrian-bicycle only alternative would have to be programed as a separate Project by the 

City or County through the MRCOG and/or NMDOT planning processes. 

6.53  Written Comment 14-n 

n. (Section I-B-8) The EA does not include a discussion of contamination pathways and potential health 

risks from construction in contaminated areas. 

6.54  Written Response 14-n 

See Hearing Response 2-d and Written Responses 14-s, 14-v, 14-w, and 14-x. 

6.55  Written Comment 14-o 

o. (Section I-B-9) The EA is vague in regard to hazardous materials contamination pathways, traffic 

changes, and the importance of noise impacts. Specifically, the EA does not address the potential 

impacts of a possible new parking area in the corridor. 
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6.56  Written Response 14-o 

▪ Hazardous Materials: See Hearing Response 1-d. 

▪ Traffic: See Written Responses 15-g and 15-h. 

▪ Noise: See Written Response 9-b, bullet 2. 

▪ Parking: Forecasting and analysis of site specific traffic due to any given development (parking areas) 

would be the subject of future traffic impact studies that Bernalillo County would require to be 

completed by developers and is thus not part of this Project’s analysis. 

6.57  Written Response 14-p 

p. (Section I.B.10:) Indirect and Cumulative Impacts should be evaluated in more detail. Population 

forecasts that show less future growth indicating that there is less need for the Project. 

6.58  Written Response 14-p 

▪ According to the Practitioners Handbook: Assessing Indirect Effects and Cumulative Impacts Under 

NEPA. (ASSHTO 2016), indirect and cumulative impacts must be considered if they are reasonably 

foreseeable. Impacts that are merely possible, or that are considered “speculative,” are not reasonably 

foreseeable. In the EA, indirect effects were addresses only for those resource areas with potential 

impacts from the Project. Because of the disturbed nature of the area, impacts to natural resources are 

not anticipated. Impacts to cultural resources are also expected to be relatively minor, based on full 

surveys of the area. Although air quality impacts have been identified as a concern during the public 

involvement process, the analysis shows that the Project would not cause transportation-related air 

quality impacts. The Project would create some direct noise impacts, but no indirect effects are 

anticipated. Indirect effects are not anticipated to result in the areas of visual resources, Section 4(f) 

properties, farmland, relocations and ROW, utilities, or construction activities. Multimodal 

transportation and hazardous materials have potential direct impacts, but indirect effects are not 

expected. The areas where potential indirect effects may occur include land use and socioeconomic 

concerns, primary related to induced-growth, which is discussed in detail.  

▪ Cumulative impacts are addressed in Hearing Response 3-c.  

6.59  Written Comment 14-q 

q. (Section I.B.11) 30-year old rainfall data does not account for climate change. 

6.60  Written Response 14-q 

According to the National Weather Service, the official 30-year normal (1981-2010) is 9.45 inches. Recent years 

have been drier than normal, with only 2015 wetter than normal in Albuquerque since 2007. 

(https://www.weather.gov/abq/climonhigh2017annual-tempprecipabq). 

https://www.weather.gov/abq/climonhigh2017annual-tempprecipabq
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6.61  Written Comment 14-r 

r. (Section I.B.12) The EA does not account for increased impermeable surfaces and run-off. 

6.62  Written Response 14-r 

The Project includes a drainage plan with stormwater ponds to manage runoff associated with the proposed 

improvements. 

6.63  Written Comment 14-s 

s. (Section I.B.13) The EA does not address how it will handle continued remediation. 

6.64  Written Response 14-s 

As stated in the EA, the County has coordinated mitigation measures with USEPA, NMED, and responsible 

parties. Coordination would continue through design and construction. 

6.65  Written Comment 14-t 

t. (Section II.A) The EA does not establish purpose or need that justifies a cost of $20 million. The Project is 

not part of a regional transportation plan. It is not a connecting link but rather a dead end at Second 

Street and it impacts already overburdened Second Street. It doesn’t benefit new economic centers 

rather benefits Sunport parking lot owners. It does not explain new traffic patterns or improve 

emergency access. 

6.66  Written Response 14-t 

▪ The purpose and need for the Project are discussed in Hearing Response 1-a. 

▪ The current Sunport Boulevard Extension and Woodward Road Improvements are included as part of 

future transportation planning for the Albuquerque area in the MTP, approved by the Metropolitan 

Transportation Board on April 17, 2015 (MRMPO 1015), including designated bicycle facilities. The 

project is also included in the MRMPO’s Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2018-2023 Transportation 

Improvement Program, which was approved on May 19, 2017 by the MTB and the NMDOT’s Statewide 

Transportation Improvement Program, approved by the New Mexico State Transportation Commission, 

FHWA, and Federal Transit Administration. 

▪ Impacts on Second Street are address in Written Response 14-h. 

▪ Parking lot owners are addressed in Written Response 14-o. 

6.67  Written Comment 14-u 

u. (Section II.B) With no established purpose and need, the alternatives analysis is flawed. The Project does 

not have independent utility because it requires improvements to Second Street. 
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6.68  Written Response 14-u 

▪ With the established Project purpose of transportation system connectivity, only alternatives that 

addressed this purpose were considered. Therefore, bicycle (only), pedestrian (only), traffic system 

management and travel demand management alternatives (only) were eliminated from consideration 

because they do not address the Project’s purpose and need. In order to provide a reasonable 

connecting roadway between the existing Sunport Boulevard/I-25 Interchange and Broadway, three 

roadway alignment alternatives were developed. Two of these alternatives were effectively the same as 

previous alternatives developed during similar Project studies done in the late 1980s. These alternatives 

were labeled as Alternative D and H. The third was developed for this study and consisted of the direct 

connection between the Sunport/I-25 Interchange and the existing Woodward/Broadway intersection. 

This alternative was designated as Alternative A which ultimately became the Preferred Alternative. No 

alternatives were considered that were north of the Woodward Broadway Interchange because of their 

probable impacts on the developed San Jose neighborhood. To the south, Alternatives D and H were 

eliminated from further consideration because they are fatally flawed from an engineering and basic 

feasibility perspective, and they did not adequately satisfy the Project purpose and need. The EA thus 

addressed the potential impacts of Alternative A, the Preferred Alternative, and determined that this 

alternative is the only practical alternative that would address the purpose and need.  

▪ The initial studies performed during the inception of the current Project addressed the connecting 

roadway only, between Broadway and I-25. As part of those studies, traffic volume increases forecasted 

for Woodward Road between Second Street and Broadway would effectively require future 

improvements to Woodward Road. These improvements were not initially included in the Project due to 

the concept that the primary need was to provide a connection where none existed previously. The 

addition of Woodward Road to the Project was the result and response to public comment.  

6.69  Written Comment 14-v 

v. (Section II.C) Because there are RECs in the Project area, the Project can only be addressed with an EIS. 

The 2017 ISA failed to reexamine RECs from the 2015 ISA. 

6.70  Written Response 14-v 

There is confusion between the ISA and EA (NEPA) processes. The presence of RECs does not trigger an EIS. The 

ISA was consistent with the methods and procedures for Phase I Environmental Site Assessments (ESAs) (ASTM 

E1527-13). The ISA was intended to identify RECs along the right-of-way and properties requiring further 

assessment. The ISA included an evaluation of the 2015 ISA and a discussion of whether properties identified in 

the 2015 ISA constituted RECs for the 2017 ISA. 

6.71  Written Comment 14-w 

w. (Section II.C-1) The EA does not address concerns raised about the 2015 EA regarding the South Valley 

Superfund Site, Schwartzman landfill, Duke City fueling site, and Chevron property. 
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6.72  Written Response 14-w 

▪ Item C.1.a. The ISA was not intended to be an in-depth evaluation of costs. Mitigation methods and 

costs should be evaluated and detailed as part of Phase II and III proposals. 

▪ Item C.1.b. The Duke City Refueling property was identified as a REC in the 2017 ISA and a Preliminary 

Site Investigation (PSI) was recommended. 

▪ Item C.1.c. The Schwartzman Landfill was identified as a REC in the 2017 ISA and further assessment was 

recommended to determine if the landfill would impact the site or not. As discussed in the ISA, if landfill 

areas are found and utility work is proposed, the City of Albuquerque Landfill Interim Guidelines would 

be followed to prevent landfill gas migration. 

▪  Item C.1.d. Based on information provided by the NMED for the Chevron facility related to the 

groundwater contamination, groundwater beneath the facility underwent remediation and as of the 

2017 ISA was undergoing monitored natural attenuation. No groundwater monitoring wells related to 

the Chevron facility were located on or immediately adjacent to the subject property (Project area), and 

this groundwater contamination was not considered to be a REC to the subject property. The 

recommendation for landowner liability protection was related to the South Valley Superfund Site, of 

which the Chevron facility was identified as a responsible party. 

6.73  Written Comment 14-x 

x. (Section II.C-2) The 2017 ISA does not meet ASTM Standards for Environmental Assessments 

6.74  Written Response 14-x 

The ISA was performed in accordance with ASTM E1527-13 for Phase I ESAs. The evaluation included reviews of 

historical records sources and NMED agency records, where available, for sites identified as potential 

environmental concerns. The evaluation of RECs included information within NMED agency records (i.e., 

Chevron groundwater sampling data). Use and handling of chemical substances and/or hazardous materials 

does not necessarily constitute a material threat of a future release. Information provided within the 

environmental database report, historical records, regulatory records and the site reconnaissance were 

evaluated as a whole to determine whether or not a specific facility constituted a REC to the subject property 

(proposed right-of-way areas). A facility without a reported release or hazardous waste violations and where 

chemical and/or waste storage/handling was not observed or noted in historical records on or adjacent to the 

proposed right-of-way areas were not considered to represent a material threat of a future release to impact 

the subject property and were therefore not considered to be RECs. 

Areas of known or delineated contamination were limited to the South Valley Superfund Site. Maps depicting 

the defined area of groundwater impacts were included in the 2017 ISA Appendix G. In addition, the boundaries 

of the South Valley Superfund Site, the approximate Schwartzman Landfill buffer zone boundary, and properties 

identified as RECs are depicted on the 2017 ISA Figure 2. Subsurface investigations (PSIs, Phase II/III ESAs) would 

be required to define contamination, if any, and to determine potential clean-up costs, if any, at sites identified 

as RECs in the 2017 ISA.  
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The specific recommendation for landowner liability protection in the 2017 ISA is related to the known 

contamination in the South Valley Superfund Site, in order to protect Bernalillo County from becoming an 

owner, and therefore a potentially responsible party, to the contamination. The statement, “URS cannot 

warrant or guarantee that not finding indicators of hazardous materials means that hazardous materials do not 

exist on the subject site,” is a standard limitation statement for Phase I ESAs and continues, “there is no 

investigation thorough enough to preclude the presence of materials on the subject site, which presently, or in 

the future, may be considered hazardous. Because regulatory evaluation criteria are constantly changing, 

concentrations of contaminants present and considered to be acceptable may, in the future, become subject to 

different regulatory standards and require remediation.” The statement in no way attempts to “distance” 

AECOM from our work. We stand by our professional judgement and the results of our work. The ISA is an initial 

assessment intended to identify properties for further evaluation. As recommended in the ISA, additional 

assessment should be performed on several properties along the proposed right-of-way prior to construction. 

6.75  Written Comment 14-y 

y. (Section III.A) The Sunport Commerce Center Design Overlay proposes land uses that should be 

considered as part of this Project. 

6.76  Written Response 14-y 

The Sunport Commerce Center Design Overlay was abandoned and never adopted; therefore, the various 

concepts proposed in the plan are not relevant to the analysis in the EA. The Sunport Commerce Center Design 

Overlay does provide a model or example of how the proposed San Jose and Mountain View Overlay might 

function in the sense that it would create additional standards that apply to the underlying zoning. 

6.77  Written Comment 14-z 

z. (Section III.B) Design Overlays instead of Environmental Justice-The proposed San Jose and Mountain 

View overlay would not address underlying problems of existing zoning and land use. 

6.78  Written Response 14-z 

The proposed San Jose and Mountain View Overlay is an ongoing County planning process that will provide 

opportunities for public involvement in the development of guidelines, in addition to existing zoning 

requirements, that will apply to land use proposals in the Project area. The overlay planning process is not 

dependent on the current road Project. 
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6.79  Written Comment 15 

(Section IV.A): Supplemental Comments of Steve and Esther Abeyta: 2419 William Street, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 

a. Purpose and Need: The main purpose of the EA is improving access to industrial development. The 

Project will provide congestion relief, especially on south Second Street. Multi-modal travel will be 

dangerous next to high-speed traffic on the Sunport Extension. 

b. Public Involvement throughout the Process: Our concerns were never addressed, and questions were 

not answered at some of the public meetings. 

c. Development of the Current Project: The Project studies are outdated. Access to the airport has 

changed; there are multiple routes to access the airport now. There is no explanation of how the South 

Diversion Channel multi-use trail would connect to the Sunport Extension. 

d. Project Purpose and Need: The Project no longer makes sense because there are multiple access routes 

to the airport. Additional traffic to Second Street and Broadway Broadway is a disaster; these streets 

need improvement first. The Projects is mainly intended to provide access to industrial development. 

e. Preferred Alternative: The 7-percent grade will slow down truck traffic. Bike and pedestrian travel will 

be dangerous next to the truck traffic. 

f. Cultural Resources: The Project area should be preserved as a historic site to tell the community’s story 

of suffering. 

g. Air Quality: An increase in semi-truck traffic will emit more air pollution. In addition, more industry in 

the area, attracted by the Project, will also generate more air emissions. 

h. Noise: The community is supposed to endure added noise because of an unnecessary road Project 

i. Socioeconomic and Environmental Justice: The community has a history of industrial contamination. It 

is not a typical community and has Environmental Justice populations. The Project will worsen the 

situation and there is no protection by local government. 

j. Hazardous Materials: There are unknow hazardous materials and old land fill sites. The Project did not 

conduct testing. 

k. Indirect Effects: There is a history of air permits and industrial development in the area and local 

government has done nothing to control them. 

l. Cumulative Impacts: There has been no control of the cumulative effects of industrial development with 

air permits. We need an EIS that considers these air emissions along with traffic emissions. 

m. Public Involvement Process: Summarizes nine meetings held on the Project since 2010. The November 

15, 2015 meeting on the Woodward Road Improvements was not mentioned in the EA. The public was 

not allowed to asked questions at some of the meetings, but rather was directed to stations. 

n. Final Obsevations/Comments: There are many impacts and the EA downplays or disregards them The 

Project should have the No-Build Alternative or EIS. 

o. Conclusion: The attached letter from HIP is incorporated by reference. The No-Build Alternative should 

be selected for the Project. 
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6.80  Written Response 15 

a. See Hearing Response 1-a. 

b. See Written Response 9-e. 

c. Although there are numerous means of access to the airport from the southwestern portion of the 

metropolitan area, the Project provides more direct access to the airport from Broadway Boulevard, 

Second Street, and the land west of I-25. The trail connection to the South Diversion Channel would be 

addressed in final design. 

d. See Hearing Response 1-a and Written Response 15-c. 

e. See Written Response 9-b. 

f. The cultural resource investigations for the Project did not identify resources or effects related to the 

modern community’s history. The cultural resource report was reviewed by the SHPO, who concurred 

with the findings. 

g. See Hearing Response 1-c. 

h. See Hearing Response 3-c. 

i. See Hearing Response 3-e. 

j. See Hearing Response 2-d and Written Responses 14-s, 14-v, 14-w, and 14-x. 

k. See Hearing Response 14-p. 

l. See Hearing Response 3-c. 

m. See Written Response 9-e. The November 15, 2015 meeting on the Woodward Road Improvements was 

another opportunity for public involvement on the Project that was not mentioned in the EA 

n. See Hearing Response 1-e. 

o. The comments in the letter from HIP primarily concern the earlier 2015 Project EA and are addressed in 

the current EA. 

7.  Any changes to the EA and/or Project design features made in response 
to agency and public comments 

Table 7-1. Matrix of Comment Categories and Project Responses 

Comment Category/Topic Project Response 

Purpose and Need The purpose and need for the Project has been 
reevaluated as part of the current EA, including analysis of 
revised traffic forecasts based on updated regional 
population forecasts. This reanalysis affirmed the primary 
purpose and need of the Project to improve roadway 
system connectivity, access and circulation, and 
multimodal transportation facilities. 
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Comment Category/Topic Project Response 

Air Quality The reevaluation of air quality in the current EA 
demonstrates that the Project would not cause 
transportation-related impacts. Air emissions from existing 
or new industrial development in the Project area are 
regulated by the City under state and federal law. The EA 
acknowledges the potential for growth in the Project area 
but has no ability or authority to analyze potentially 
related, hypothetical air quality impacts. 

Hazardous Materials In accordance with NMDOT policy, the current EA included 
an updated ISA for hazardous materials, which evaluated 
existing data and identified a need for more detailed 
investigations to define the specific characteristics of 
contamination, if it exists, and provide remediation 
strategies. As the design proceeds, detailed plans would be 
developed to mitigate and avoid any risks associated with 
contamination. Avoidance of wells and other 
infrastructure associated with the groundwater 
remediation systems would be implemented as part of the 
final design and construction. Coordination has been 
ongoing and would continue between the County, NMED, 
EPA, and responsible parties.  

Noise An updated noise analysis was prepared as part of the EA. 
The FHWA and NMDOT noise analysis procedures were 
followed, including evaluation of mitigation measures. 
Only a few individual residences are impacted by noise 
from the Project, and most of these residences already 
experience high noise levels from existing traffic, as well as 
from aircraft and rail operations. Under FHWA criteria, 
noise mitigation is not feasible for the individual 
properties impacted. 

Land Use Land that would be directly impacted by the Project is 
primarily industrial, vacant, or occupied by groundwater 
remediation systems, and is situated between the more 
highly developed residential areas of the San Jose and 
Mountain View neighborhoods. The EA acknowledges that 
additional development may be encouraged as a result of 
the new access. This Project cannot change zoning or 
regulate existing development. The County has expressed 
its intent to develop design overlay standards that would 
impose additional requirements above and beyond 
existing zoning on future development in the area. The 
status of the current Project would allow this planning 
process to go forward with reasonable expectations about 
the future transportation system in the area.   
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Comment Category/Topic Project Response 

Traffic Impacts The revised traffic forecasts in the current EA showed that 
traffic volumes would decrease north of the Project area 
and increase to the south on Broadway Boulevard and 
Second Street. As part of the public involvement process, 
concerns were expressed about increased traffic on south 
Second Street and potential cut-thru traffic in the 
Rossmoor neighborhood located west of Second Street 
and north of Rio Bravo. Although improvements may be 
needed for south Second Street, those would be the 
subject of other planning and future projects and are not 
planned at this time due to funding constraints. 
Installation of traffic calming mechanisms would likely 
alleviate the cut-thru use of neighborhood streets. 
Bernalillo County has been and will continue monitoring 
this situation and consider the installation of traffic 
calming devices when cut-thru traffic problems become 
significant. 

Multi-Modal Facilities The Project includes planned pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities along the Sunport Extension and Woodward Road 
from I-25 to Second Street and provides a connection to 
the network of proposed bikeways or trails along the 
Albuquerque Riverside Drain, Second Street, the San Jose 
Lateral, the AMAFCA South Diversion Channel, and 
University Boulevard. The Project would provide east-west 
connectivity for the pedestrian and bicycle system along 
Woodward Road and the Sunport Extension in conjunction 
with these facilities. As a result of previous public 
comments, multi-modal facilities were provided along the 
entire length of the Project corridor. 
 
The Project pedestrian and bike facilities are designed with 
safety features. Sidewalks and bike lanes or multi-use trails 
would be included as part of the typical roadway cross 
section for the Sunport Extension. The sidewalks, bike 
lanes, or multi-use trails would be separated from the 
driving lanes by concrete wall barriers on Sunport 
Boulevard. Curb ramps would be provided at the 
intersections along the Sunport Extension, in accordance 
with ADA requirements. The signalized intersection of 
Sunport Boulevard and Broadway Boulevard would include 
pedestrian push buttons for full accessibility. On 
Woodward Road, bike lanes and sidewalks would be 
provided on both sides of the road and a connection 
would be provided to the Rio Grande Bosque multi-use 
trail west of Second Street. 
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Comment Category/Topic Project Response 

Environmental Justice The EA considered Environmental Justice in detail (see 
Table 5.2) in the context of FHWA’s Environmental Justice 
Strategy and concluded that the Preferred Alternative 
would comply with EO 12898 on Environmental Justice. 
The Project would not have disproportionately high 
adverse impacts on minority or low-income population 
groups. Although it has been contentious, there has been 
substantial public involvement throughout the Project, 
inclusive of affected communities. The Project would not 
deny, reduce, or significantly delay the receipt of benefits 
by minority or low-income populations. Major 
Environmental Justice-related concerns, such as induced 
growth, air emissions from new industry, traffic 
congestion, and hazardous material contamination, are 
addressed in the EA and throughout these responses. 

Cumulative Impacts Cumulative impacts are addressed extensively in the 
current EA for those topics where direct impacts are 
anticipated. Although the Project would affect 
remediation systems for contaminated sites, adverse 
impacts would be avoided through additional testing and 
continued coordination with the parties responsible for 
the remediation systems. Any needed relocation of 
existing remediation facilities is planned as part of the 
Project, at Project expense. The analysis in the EA shows 
that the Project would not cause transportation-related air 
quality impacts; therefore, cumulative impacts are not 
anticipated. The Project would create direct noise impacts, 
which would have cumulative impacts with other 
environmental noise sources from rail and airport 
operations and other urban activities. Project-related 
noise impacts affect a relatively small number of sensitive 
receptors. Growth in the Project area may also have 
cumulative impacts with other regional developments in 
terms of possible changes in travel and land use patterns 
and neighborhood character. The provision of pedestrian 
and bicycle facilities within the Project corridor would 
improve local multimodal circulation and provide a needed 
east-west linkage that would have positive cumulative 
impacts with the regional trails network. 

Public Involvement An Input Synopsis summarizing comments and responses 
from the 2015 public hearing was prepared in February 
2016 and published on the Bernalillo County website. 
Comments from the 2015 public hearing and subsequent 
correspondence were addressed in the current EA to the 
extent possible. Notably, the Sunport Extension and 
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Comment Category/Topic Project Response 

Woodward Road Improvements were combined and 
analyzed in a single EA, as requested by the public.  
 
The public availability of the current EA and public hearing 
were advertised in the Albuquerque Journal on July 1, 
2018 and the EA was publicly available for review until July 
31, 2018. Community announcements were included in 
the County’s neighborhood e-newsletters, emails to 
neighborhood associations, and numerous social media 
posts and tweets. Reminder postcards for the public 
hearing were sent out one week prior to the hearing to 
approximately 2900 households and businesses located 
near the Project area. Emails were also sent to individuals 
and organizations who had expressed interest in the 
Project in the past. Two TV interviews about the Project 
and hearing were conducted and aired during prime-time 
news broadcasts. The Albuquerque Journal highlighted the 
public hearing on the day of the event. 

8.  Final list of commitments and mitigation measures that will be 
implemented as part of the proposed Project 

The following commitments would be implemented by the County as stipulations and provisions included in the 

design and construction contract. These design features are incorporated as part of the Preferred Alternative. 

▪ Climate, Geology, and Soils (Section 4.2). The construction contractor would file a Notice of Intent (NOI) 

as an operator with the EPA. The NOI would allow the contractor to obtain coverage under the National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) general construction activity permit. A Stormwater 

Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would be prepared to define erosion control measures, stormwater 

management measures, structural controls, and best management practices (BMPs) to mitigate erosion. 

▪ Water Resources (Section 4.3). The County would obtain all required permits to comply with Section 

404 and Section 401 of the Clean Water Act (CWA) for work in waters of the U.S., if applicable. 

▪ Floodplains (Section 4.5). Measures would be taken to avoid impacts to floodplains. The South 

Diversion Channel would be protected from sediment, construction debris, and fuels entering the 

channel.  

▪ Vegetation (Section 4.6). All disturbed areas would be reseeded according to standard NMDOT 

protocols and the revegetation plan, which would be detailed in the construction plans. Any disturbed 

areas that have not been improved with roadway surfacing or structures would be revegetated after 

construction. 

▪ Wildlife (Section 4.7). If construction cannot be scheduled outside of the migratory bird nesting season, 

pre-construction surveys for migratory bird nests would be conducted during the nesting season, and 

any unoccupied nests would be removed. If active burrowing owl nests are found, the nests would be 
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avoided until the young have fledged. If active nests cannot be avoided, the County and NMDOT would 

coordinate with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) prior to commencement of construction 

activities. 

▪ Cultural Resources (Section 4.9). If buried cultural deposits are encountered during Project activities, 

work would cease immediately and NMDOT and the SHPO would be notified. A limited testing plan for 

archaeological site Laboratory of Anthropology (LA) 167700 would be implemented. Complete 

avoidance of LA 167701 may be possible based on the final Project design. If avoidance is not possible, a 

testing program and follow-up activities would be implemented. If the South Diversion Channel is 

damaged or altered during construction activities, it would be replaced with like materials. 

▪ Air Quality (Section 4.10). A dust control plan and a fugitive dust permit would be developed and dust 

control measures would be incorporated into construction plans, as required by the City of 

Albuquerque.  

▪ Visual Resources (Section 4.12). Aesthetic elements, such as the use of colored concrete and form liners 

that create patterns and texture in the exposed concrete surfaces, would be included in final design for 

visible bridges and retaining walls. Street-lighting features that are included in the final Project design 

would comply with the New Mexico Night Sky Protection Act of 1978. 

▪ Relocations, Rights-of-Way, and Easements (Section 4.17). Monitoring wells identified within the 

Project’s area of disturbance that cannot be avoided would be relocated. Coordination and mitigation 

measures would continue with the responsible party, USEPA, and NMED. Access to properties would be 

maintained during construction except for brief intervals. Bernalillo County would coordinate with 

property owners regarding ROW acquisitions, and easements. Affected individuals would be fairly 

compensated through the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Properties Acquisitions Policies Act 

and other applicable legislation (49 CFR 24). 

▪ Multimodal Transportation (Section 4.18). Bike lanes would be provided in both directions as part of 

the Project. Sidewalks would be provided along both sides of Woodward Road and along Sunport 

Boulevard between Broadway Boulevard and I-25. 

▪ Utility Adjustments (Section 4.19). Reasonable permanent access to all utilities would be provided and 

incorporated into the design and ROW-acquisition activities. Coordination would be conducted between 

the County, NMDOT, and the utility owners to minimize impacts on utilities. The County would require 

the contractor to notify and coordinate with utility and remediation-system owners regarding the 

schedule and sequence of construction activities, including utility and monitoring well relocation work. 

▪ Hazardous Materials (Section 4.20). Avoidance of wells and other infrastructure associated with the 

groundwater remediation systems would be implemented as part of the Project final design and 

construction. Coordination would continue between the County, NMED, EPA, and responsible parties. 

▪ Construction Activities (Section 4.21). The construction contractor would implement a construction 

sequencing and traffic control plan, as well as the following to minimize impacts. 

• Reasonable efforts would be taken to minimize construction noise through use of low-vibration 

equipment and other abatement measures. 

• Solid waste generated during construction would be removed as soon as practical and managed in 

accordance with federal and state regulations. Dust would be minimized.  
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• Construction activity schedules would be communicated to and coordinated with businesses and 

industrial facilities in the Project area. 

• Bernalillo County would adequately notify the public of planned construction activities and any 

rerouting of local traffic. 

• A traffic control plan to maintain traffic during construction would be developed during Project 

final design. 

• Traffic may be temporarily closed off, if necessary, during construction activities. Lane closures 

would be coordinated with appropriate fire and community officials. 

• Construction equipment would be staged in the roadway ROW or other areas acquired by the 

construction contractor. Some areas may otherwise be designated to be disturbed by construction 

activities.  

• To the extent practical, contractors would recycle roadway materials for reuse on the Project. 
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Public Hearing Announcement and 
Notice of Availability of an Environmental Assessment for the 

Sunport Boulevard Extension /  
Woodward Road Improvements Project 

CN A300160 & CN A300161 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Bernalillo County, the New Mexico Department of Transportation (NMDOT), and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) have completed an environmental assessment (EA) for the proposed extension of 
Sunport Boulevard between I-25 and Broadway and associated improvements to Woodward Road between 2nd 
Street and Broadway. The purpose of this project is to improve roadway connectivity, and address other 
transportation and access needs in this area. The EA evaluates the No Build and the Build Alternative and 
provides detailed information about the purpose and need for the project, the major design features, and the 
impacts to the human and natural environments and to cultural resources. 

The public hearing will provide a summary of the EA and the major findings, and provide an opportunity for the 
public to comment on the EA and the proposed action. Comments will be welcomed on bicycle and pedestrian 
issues as well as natural and cultural resources. Displays, information, and project representatives will be 
available at the hearing starting at 6 p.m. A presentation will start at 6:30 p.m. followed by a formal public 
comment period. There will be a five minute limit to verbal comments during the comment period. Additional 
comments may be submitted in writing, no later than July 31, 2018. Spanish translation will be provided at the 
meeting. 
The EA is available for review online at www.bernco.gov/Sunport. Copies of the EA are available for review at 
the following locations from June 29 to July 31, 2018: 
BernCo Public Works     Mtn. View Community Ctr     Herman Sanchez Community Ctr   Jack Candelaria Community Ctr    
2400 Broadway Blvd. SE     201 Prosperity Ave. SE       1830 William St. SE         400 San Jose Ave. SE 
Albuquerque, NM 87102     Albuquerque, NM 87105       Albuquerque, NM 87102      Albuquerque, NM 87102 
(505) 848-1500                      (505) 314-0297                     (505) 848-1336                                (505) 848-1324 

For additional information about the hearing and / or the project, please contact either of the following: 
• Rodrigo Eichwald, Project Engineer, Bernalillo County, (505) 848-1574 
• Peter Hinckley, Project Manager, AECOM, (505) 855-7409 

Comments on the EA and project are requested no later than July 31, 2018.  Please send comments to Peter 
Hinckley, AECOM, 6501 Americas Parkway NE, #900, Albuquerque, NM  87110 / peter.hinckley@aecom.com or to John 
Taschek, Ecosphere, 1660 Old Pecos Trail, Suite H, Santa Fe, NM 87505 / jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com. Special 
needs or accommodations for individuals with disabilities will be provided upon request at least 48 hours in advance of the 
hearing by calling Catherine Lopez at (505) 224-1641. 

 

Sunport Boulevard Extension / Woodward Road Improvements Project Public Hearing: 

Thursday, July 19, 2018 
6:30 – 8:30 p.m. 

Mountain View Community Center 
201 Prosperity Ave. SE 

Albuquerque, NM  87105 

http://www.bernco.gov/Sunport
mailto:peter.hinckley@aecom.com
mailto:jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com




Sunport Boulevard Extension / Woodward Road Project 
PUBLIC HEARING 

Mountain View Community Center 
201 Prosperity Ave. SE 

Thursday, July 19 
6:30 p.m. 

Bernalillo County Public Works Division in 

cooperation with the NMDOT and the Federal 

Highway Administration have completed an 

environmental assessment (EA) for the proposed 

extension of Sunport Boulevard between I-25 and 

Broadway Boulevard, and associated 

improvements to Woodward Road between 2nd 

Street and Broadway Boulevard. The purpose of 

this project is to improve roadway connectivity, 

and address other transportation and access 

needs in this area. The EA evaluates the No Build and the Build Alternative and provides detailed 

information about the purpose and need for the project, the major design features, and the impacts to 

the human and natural environments, and to cultural resources. 

The public hearing will provide a summary of the EA and the major findings, and provide an 

opportunity for the public to comment on the EA and the proposed action. 

Commissioner Steven Michael Quezada 
invites residents and businesses 
to attend an important public hearing. 



Bernalillo County 
Public Works Division 
2400 Broadway Blvd. SE 
Albuquerque, NM  87102 

El Comisionado Steven Michael Quezada invita a los 
residentes y negocios para que asistan a una junta 
pública muy importante. 
 

Reunión Pública sobre el Proyecto de 
Extensión de la Calle Sunport 

 

El jueves, 19 de julio a las 6 y media de la tarde  
Mountain View Community Center 

201 Prosperity Ave. SE 
 

La División del Condado Bernalillo de Obras Públicas 

con la cooperación de NMDOT y la Administración 

Federal de Carreteras proponen una ampliación de la 

Calle Sunport desde la carretera interestatal I-25 al 

oeste hasta la calle Broadway Boulevard y mejoras a 

Woodward Road entre 2nd Street y Broadway 

Boulevard. 
 

La reunión pública permitirá a los residentes 
hacer comentarios sobre el proyecto. 
 

La interpretación en español estará disponible. 

*****************ECRWSS**** 

 

Local Postal Customer 
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Hinckley, Peter

From: Wanda White <wwhite@ecosphere-services.com>

Sent: Monday, July 16, 2018 3:28 PM

To: JUGARCIA@BERNCO.GOV; ngarcia49@yahoo.com; aguamatic@aol.com; 

AGERICHS@AOL.COM; BOOKEYLUV@HOTMAIL.COM; greathousedonnie02

@gmail.com; mandy.v.griego@hud.gov; Scott_hak@me.com; mwelfi@exhib-it.com; 

ehebard@yahoo.com; hebert.michael@epa.gov; greg.heitmann@dot.gov; 

heimann@pbworld.com; dherrera@bernco.gov; Hinckley, Peter; jhinde@cabq.gov; 

ralphh@kinneybrick.com; THOVDA@QUIKRETE.COM; MARIAHUERTA844@GMAIL.COM; 

jansky.michael@epa.gov; Jenson_m-j@hotmail.com; timkarpoff@msn.com; 

cindykeith@gmail.com; rogerkeith@gmail.com; AOCIHK@MSN.COM; 

jslotkey@gmail.com; klasjeff@gmail.com; carol@eventsplus.net; 

L.P.KOEHLER@GMAIL.COM; aguamatic@aol.com

Subject: FW: Sunport Boulevard Extension 

Attachments: AD_Sunport Public Hearing_Final_2018 0719.pdf; Email_Press Release_BernCo_2018 

0711.pdf

 

Dear Potentially Interested Parties: 

 

Attached is a Press Release, Public Hearing Announcement and Notice of Availability of an Environmental Assessment 

for the Sunport Boulevard Extension /Woodward Road Improvements Project. The Hearing will be held Thursday, July 

19, 2018, 6:30 – 8:30 p.m., at the Mountain View Community Center, 201 Prosperity Ave. SE, Albuquerque, NM 87105. 

We thank you for your interest in this project and look forward to your continued participation. 

 

John Taschek 

Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc. 
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Hinckley, Peter

From: Bernalillo County Postmaster <exchange@bernco.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, July 11, 2018 12:34 PM

Subject: BernCo News Release: Sunport Boulevard Extension / Woodward Road Public Hearing 

Scheduled

 

For Immediate Release 

July 11, 2018 

www.bernco.gov Contact: Catherine Lopez 

cathylopez@bernco.gov 

O. 505.224.1641 

C. 505.259.0312 

 

Sunport Boulevard Extension and 

Woodward Road Improvements Project 

Public Hearing Scheduled 
 

Bernalillo County – An environmental assessment on extending Sunport 

Boulevard and improving Woodward Road has been completed and the 

public will have an opportunity to receive a project update and offer 

comment at a hearing scheduled Thursday, July 19.  

Bernalillo County, the New Mexico Department of Transportation, and 

the Federal Highway Administration completed the environmental 

assessment that addresses extending Sunport Boulevard between I-25 and 

Broadway Boulevard and improvements to Woodward Road between 2nd 

Street and Broadway Boulevard.  

A public hearing is scheduled for Thursday, July 19 at the Mountain 

View Community Center, 201 Prosperity Ave. SE. An open house will 

take place from 6 – 6:30 p.m. and a formal presentation will begin at 6:30 

p.m. followed by a public comment period. Spanish translation will be 

provided at the hearing. 

The public hearing will provide a summary of the environmental 

assessment and the major findings, and provide an opportunity for the 

public to comment on the environmental assessment and the proposed 
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action. Comments will be welcomed on bicycle and pedestrian usage as 

well as preserving natural and cultural resources.  

The purpose of this project is to improve roadway connectivity, and 

address other transportation and access needs in this area. The 

environmental assessment evaluates the necessity of the project and 

provides detailed information about major design features, and the 

impacts to the human and natural environments, and to cultural resources. 

The environmental assessment is available for review online at 

www.bernco.gov/Sunport.  

Hardcopies of the environmental assessment are available for review at 

the following locations through July 31, 2018: 

Bernalillo County Public Works Division 

2400 Broadway Blvd. SE 

(505) 848-1500 

 

Mountain View Community Center 

201 Prosperity Ave. SE 

(505) 314-0297 

 

Herman Sanchez Community Center 

1830 William St. SE 

(505) 848-1336 

 

Jack Candelaria Community Center 

400 San Jose Ave. SE 

(505) 848-1324 

 

Comments on the environmental assessment and project should be 

submitted no later than July 31, 2018. 

Residents and businesses are encouraged to attend the public hearing to 

learn more about the findings of the environmental assessment and the 

proposed actions of the project.  

# # # 

About Bernalillo County 

Bernalillo County is 1,160 square miles and is New Mexico’s most populous 
county with more than 674,000 residents. Bernalillo County government 
provides a wide range of public services to residents who live in Albuquerque, 
Los Ranchos and Tijeras and the 111,000 residents who live outside the village 
and city limits in the unincorporated areas of the county. Bernalillo County 
employs approximately 2,500 people and has an annual operating budget and 
capital investments of more than $500 million. Elected officials include five 
county commissioners, assessor, clerk, probate judge, sheriff and treasurer. 
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Appendix B – Agency Correspondence 





Durango, CO 
Pagosa Springs, CO 

Farmington, NM 
Santa Fe, NM 

 

1660 Old Pecos Trail, Suite H, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505•Phone (505) 954-1570 or (505) 980-0993 
www.ecosphere-services.com 

April 20, 2018 

 
RE:  Environmental Assessment: Sunport Boulevard Extension: Broadway Boulevard to Interstate 25 

and Woodward Road Improvements: Second Street to Broadway Boulevard 
(NMDOT Control Numbers [CNs]: A300160 and A300161) 

 
Dear Agency Representative or Interested Party: 
 
The Bernalillo County Public Works Division (County), in cooperation with the New Mexico Department 
of Transportation (NMDOT) and Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), propose to extend Sunport 
Boulevard from its current terminus at Interstate 25 (I-25) to the Broadway Boulevard/Woodward Road 
intersection, and improve Woodward Road along its existing alignment from Broadway Boulevard to 
Second Street (the Project). The Project is located within Bernalillo County and portions of the city of 
Albuquerque, New Mexico (see attached figure). The FHWA and NMDOT are providing oversight; federal 
funding is designated for the Project through the FHWA.  

An environmental assessment (EA) is being prepared for the Project in compliance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA), including environmental analysis of alternatives and public 
involvement. This EA combines two proposed undertakings, the Sunport Boulevard Extension: Broadway 
Boulevard to Interstate 25 (CN 300160) and the Woodward Road Improvements: Second Street to 
Broadway Boulevard (CN 300161). The process is intended to inform stakeholders of the potential 
consequences of the Project and to solicit input, thus affecting the decision-making process. 
 
The purpose of the proposed Project is to improve roadway system and multimodal connectivity from 
the I-25/Sunport Interchange to Broadway Boulevard and Second Street. A variety of alternatives to 
address the need for improvements in this corridor were considered as part of prior studies conducted 
between 2010 and 2016. In 2016, the County concluded that the Sunport Boulevard Extension and 
Woodward Road Improvements should be evaluated as a combined project. The Preferred Alternative in 
the EA was identified as the recommended approach based on engineering feasibility, simplicity, cost, 
environmental factors, and other considerations. 

The Preferred Alternative for the Sunport Boulevard Extension consists of constructing a four-lane 
median-divided urban arterial roadway from the intersection of Broadway Boulevard and Woodward 
Road east to the existing interchange of Sunport Boulevard and I-25, for approximately 0.5 mile. Bike 
lanes and sidewalks would be included as part of the typical roadway cross section, connecting 
Broadway Boulevard to the east side of the Sunport Boulevard/I-25 interchange.  The roadway would 
contain twin bridges over the existing Albuquerque Metropolitan Arroyo Flood Control Authority’s South 
Diversion Channel. Traffic signals would also be needed at the intersections of Sunport Boulevard and I-
25 northbound and southbound interstate ramps. 
 
The Preferred Alternative for the Woodward Road Improvements would consist of a three-lane 
configuration with two travel lanes, a continuous left-turn lane, two bike lanes, standard curb and 
gutter, and sidewalks on both sides of the roadway. The proposed improvements would extend 
approximately 0.58 mile. A signal would also be needed at the intersection of Second Street and 
Woodward Road to accommodate traffic. 
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1660 Old Pecos Trail, Suite H, Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505•Phone (505) 954-1570 or (505) 980-0993 
www.ecosphere-services.com 

Public involvement has been attained as part of the Project to solicit input at key milestones. During the 
past eight years, five public meetings and numerous agency and stakeholder consultations have taken 
place, and additional public involvement and agency coordination are ongoing. The NEPA process 
requires coordination with pertinent agencies and interested parties. Your review and comments on the 
Project are important elements of this process. The comment period will extend until June 15, 2018. 
 
For further information, copies of the EA, and/or to submit comments, please contact the following 
project consultant representative: 
 
John Taschek, Senior Project Manager 
Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc. 
1660 Old Santa Fe Trail, Suite H 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 
(505) 980-0993 
jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com 
 
We appreciate your interest and participation in this project, and look forward to your comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
John Taschek, Senior Project Manager 
Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc. 
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AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE LIST 
 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service * 
New Mexico Ecological Services Office 
Wally Murphy, Field Office Supervisor 
2105 Osuna Road, NE 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87113-1001 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Albuquerque District 
NM/TX Branch 
Lesley McWhirter, Branch Chief 
4101 Jefferson Plaza, N.E., Rm. 313 
Albuquerque, NM 87109-3435 
 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Natural Resources Conservation 
Service 
Albuquerque Service Center 
Dennis Alexander, State Conservationist 
6200 Jefferson, N.E. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87109 
 
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation 
Albuquerque Area 
Nancy Umbreit 
555 Broadway Blvd. NE 
Albuquerque, NM 87102-2752 
 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Superfund Program 
Region 6 Compliance Assurance and 
Enforcement Division 
6SF-RL, Superfund Program 
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
 
Air Planning Section 
EPA Region 6, 6 PD-L 
1445 Ross Avenue, Suite 1200 
Dallas, TX 75202-2733 
 
Director of Transportation 
Mid-Region Council of Governments 
Transportation and Planning Services 
809 Copper Avenue, N.W. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
 

Nathan Masek, Transportation Planner 
Mid-Region Council of Governments 
Transportation and Planning Services 
809 Copper Avenue, N.W. 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
 
N.M. Environmental Department 
Environmental Impact Review Coordinator 
PO Box 5469 
1190 St. Francis Drive, Suite N4050 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 
 
Chief  
New Mexico Environment Department  
Air Quality Bureau  
525 Camino de Los Marquez, Suite #1  
Santa Fe, NM 87505-1816   
 
Chief 
N.M. Environment Department 
Surface Water Quality Bureau 
P.O. Box 5469 

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 
 
N.M. Environment Department 
Ground Water Quality Bureau 
P.O. Box 5469 
1190 St. Francis Drive, Suite N2250 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 
 
Chief  
New Mexico Environment Department  
Drinking Water Bureau  
PO 5469 
Santa Fe, NM 87502                         
 
Chief  
New Mexico Environment Department  
Solid Waste Bureau  
P.O. Box 5469  
Santa Fe, NM 87502-5469 
 
N.M. Environment Department 
Superfund Oversite Section 
P.O. Box 5469 
1190 St. Francis Drive, Suite N2250 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 
 



N.M. Department of Game and Fish  
Conservation Services Division 
P.O. Box 25112 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504 
 
N.M. Energy, Minerals, and Natural 
Resources Department ** 
Forestry Division 
1220 S. Saint Francis Drive 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505 
 
State Engineer  
N.M. Office of State Engineer 
P.O. Box 25102 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504-5102 
 
N.M. Department of Homeland 
Security Emergency Management 
Department Secretary 
13 Bataan Blvd. 
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87504 
 
Director 
New Mexico State Parks Division 
1220 South St. Francis Drive 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 
Aubrey Dunn, Commissioner 
New Mexico State Land Office 
310 Old Santa Fe Trail 
Santa Fe, NM 87501                          
 
Principal Planner 
City of Albuquerque 
Municipal Development Department 
Transportation Division 
P.O. Box 1293 
One Civic Plaza, Room 7057 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103 
 
Section Manager 
Municipal Development Department, 
Transportation Division 
P.O. Box 1293 
One Civic Plaza, Room 7057 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87103 
 
 

Environmental Compliance Officer  
City of Albuquerque Aviation Department 
P.O. Box 9948 
2200 Sunport Blvd., SE 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106 
 
Albuquerque Bernalillo County  
Water Utilities Authority 
PO Box 1293 
One Civic Plaza, NW 
Room 5012 
Albuquerque, NM 87103 
 
Albuquerque Metropolitan Arroyo 
Flood Control Authority 
2600 Prospect Avenue 
Albuquerque, NM 87107 
 
City of Albuquerque 
Environmental Health/Air Quality Division 
P.O. Box 1293 
1 Civic Plaza, Room 3047 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 
 
Commissioner Steven Michael Quezada 
Bernalillo County Commission, District 2 
One Civic Plaza, N.W., 10th Floor 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
 
Julie Morgas Baca, County Manager  
Bernalillo County 
One Civic Plaza, N.W., 10th Floor 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
 
Bernalillo County Floodplain Administrator 
2400 Broadway, S.E. 
Building N 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 
 
Councilor Isaac Benton 
City-County Building - 9th Floor 
One Civic Plaza, N.W., 10th Floor 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87102 
 
Representative G. Andrés Romero 
New Mexico House of Representatives 
4503 Valley Park Dr. SW 
Albuquerque, NM 87105 



Senator Gerald Ortiz y Pino 
New Mexico State Senate-District 12 
400 12th Street NW 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 
 
Senator Michael Padilla 
New Mexico State Senate-District 14 
PO Box 67545 
Albuquerque, NM 87193 













STATE OF NEW MEXICO

DEPARTMENT OF CULTURAL AFFAIRS
HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION

BATAAN MEMORIAL BUILDING
407 GALISTEO STREET, SUITE 236

SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO 87501
PHONE (505) 827-6320 FAX (505) 827-6338

June 3,2016

Rick Wessel
Cultural Resources Coordinator
NMDOT Environmental Section
P.O. Box 1149
Santa Fe, New Mexico $7504

RE: A Cultural Resources Surveyfor Proposed NMDOT Road Improvements Along Woodward Road in
Southern Albuquerque, Bernalillo County, New Mexico (HPD log 103721)

Dear Mr. Wessel,

On behalf of the New Mexico State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), Historic Preservation Division
Architect Barbara Zook and I have completed a review of the aforementioned report. This letter provides
SUPO comments on the determinations of eligibility for the properties identified, and the finding of
effect.

The SHPO concurs that Historic Cultural Properties Inventory (HCPIs) 31552, 3896$, 40066, 40070,
40071, 40072, and 40073 are eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

The SHPO also concurs that HCPIs 40064, 40068, and 40069 are not eligible for listing in the NRHP
under any criteria.

The SHPO does not concur that HCPIs 40065 and 40067 are not eligible for the NRHP. It is the SUPO’s
opinion that HCPI 40065 is a mid-century modern gas station that could be eligible individually for the
NRHP or eligible under a Multiple Property Nomination of NM gas stations under Significance Criterion
C (architecture). HCPI 40067 is a classic Pueblo Revival style house, which although vacant and burned
still maintains integrity of locations, setting, design and materials. It is eligible for the NRHP under
Criterion C for its architectural style. Because the FHWA and SHPO disagree on the eligibility of these
two properties, their eligibility is undetermined.

The SHPO concurs that the project will have no adverse effect on historic properties.

If you have any questions or comments, please feel free to call m directly at 505-827-4225 or email me.

Sincerely,

Bob Estes Ph.D.
HPD staff Archaeologist

Susana Martinez
Governor









May 03, 2017

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna Road Ne

Albuquerque, NM 87113-1001
Phone: (505) 346-2525 Fax: (505) 346-2542

http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/NewMexico/
http://www.fws.gov/southwest/es/ES_Lists_Main2.html

In Reply Refer To:
Consultation Code: 02ENNM00-2017-SLI-0535
Event Code: 02ENNM00-2017-E-01036 
Project Name: Sunport Biological Evaluation

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

Thank you for your recent request for information on federally listed species and important
wildlife habitats that may occur in your project area. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) has responsibility for certain species of New Mexico wildlife under the Endangered
Species Act (ESA) of 1973 as amended (16 USC 1531 et seq.), the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) as amended (16 USC 701-715), and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act
(BGEPA) as amended (16 USC 668-668c). We are providing the following guidance to assist
you in determining which federally imperiled species may or may not occur within your project
area and to recommend some conservation measures that can be included in your project design.

FEDERALLY-LISTED SPECIES AND DESIGNATED CRITICAL HABITAT

Attached is a list of endangered, threatened, and proposed species that may occur in your project
area. Your project area may not necessarily include all or any of these species. Under the ESA, it
is the responsibility of the Federal action agency or its designated representative to determine if a
proposed action "may affect" endangered, threatened, or proposed species, or designated critical
habitat, and if so, to consult with the Service further. Similarly, it is the responsibility of the
Federal action agency or project proponent, not the Service, to make "no effect" determinations.
If you determine that your proposed action will have "no effect" on threatened or endangered
species or their respective critical habitat, you do not need to seek concurrence with the Service.
Nevertheless, it is a violation of Federal law to harm or harass any federally-listed threatened or
endangered fish or wildlife species without the appropriate permit.

If you determine that your proposed action may affect federally-listed species, consultation with
the Service will be necessary. Through the consultation process, we will analyze information
contained in a biological assessment that you provide. If your proposed action is associated with
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Federal funding or permitting, consultation will occur with the Federal agency under section
7(a)(2) of the ESA. Otherwise, an incidental take permit pursuant to section 10(a)(1)(B) of the
ESA (also known as a habitat conservation plan) is necessary to harm or harass federally listed
threatened or endangered fish or wildlife species. In either case, there is no mechanism for
authorizing incidental take "after-the-fact." For more information regarding formal consultation
and HCPs, please see the Service's Consultation Handbook and Habitat Conservation Plans at
www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/index.html#consultations.

The scope of federally listed species compliance not only includes direct effects, but also any
interrelated or interdependent project activities (e.g., equipment staging areas, offsite borrow
material areas, or utility relocations) and any indirect or cumulative effects that may occur in the
action area. The action area includes all areas to be affected, not merely the immediate area
involved in the action. Large projects may have effects outside the immediate area to species not
listed here that should be addressed. If your action area has suitable habitat for any of the
attached species, we recommend that species-specific surveys be conducted during the flowering
season for plants and at the appropriate time for wildlife to evaluate any possible project-related
impacts.

Candidate Species and Other Sensitive Species

A list of candidate and other sensitive species in your area is also attached. Candidate species
and other sensitive species are species that have no legal protection under the ESA, although we
recommend that candidate and other sensitive species be included in your surveys and
considered for planning purposes. The Service monitors the status of these species. If significant
declines occur, these species could potentially be listed. Therefore, actions that may contribute to
their decline should be avoided.

Lists of sensitive species including State-listed endangered and threatened species are compiled
by New Mexico state agencies. These lists, along with species information, can be found at the
following websites:

Biota Information System of New Mexico (BISON-M): www.bison-m.org

New Mexico State Forestry. The New Mexico Endangered Plant Program: 
www.emnrd.state.nm.us/SFD/ForestMgt/Endangered.html

New Mexico Rare Plant Technical Council, New Mexico Rare Plants: nmrareplants.unm.edu

Natural Heritage New Mexico, online species database: nhnm.unm.edu

WETLANDS AND FLOODPLAINS

Under Executive Orders 11988 and 11990, Federal agencies are required to minimize the
destruction, loss, or degradation of wetlands and floodplains, and preserve and enhance their
natural and beneficial values. These habitats should be conserved through avoidance, or
mitigated to ensure that there would be no net loss of wetlands function and value.
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We encourage you to use the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps in conjunction with
ground-truthing to identify wetlands occurring in your project area. The Service's NWI program
website, www.fws.gov/wetlands/Data/Mapper.html integrates digital map data with other
resource information. We also recommend you contact the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for
permitting requirements under section 404 of the Clean Water Act if your proposed action could
impact floodplains or wetlands.

MIGRATORY BIRDS

The MBTA prohibits the taking of migratory birds, nests, and eggs, except as permitted by the
Service's Migratory Bird Office. To minimize the likelihood of adverse impacts to migratory
birds, we recommend construction activities occur outside the general bird nesting season from
March through August, or that areas proposed for construction during the nesting season be
surveyed, and when occupied, avoided until the young have fledged.

We recommend review of Birds of Conservation Concern at website
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Management/BCC.html to fully evaluate the
effects to the birds at your site. This list identifies birds that are potentially threatened by
disturbance and construction.

BALD AND GOLDEN EAGLES

The bald eagle ( ) was delisted under the ESA on August 9, 2007. BothHaliaeetus leucocephalus
the bald eagle and golden eagle ( ) are still protected under the MBTA andAquila chrysaetos
BGEPA. The BGEPA affords both eagles protection in addition to that provided by the MBTA,
in particular, by making it unlawful to "disturb" eagles. Under the BGEPA, the Service may
issue limited permits to incidentally "take" eagles (e.g., injury, interfering with normal breeding,
feeding, or sheltering behavior nest abandonment). For information on bald and golden eagle
management guidelines, we recommend you review information provided at
www.fws.gov/midwest/eagle/guidelines/bgepa.html.

On our web site www.fws.gov/southwest/es/NewMexico/SBC_intro.cfm, we have included
conservation measures that can minimize impacts to federally listed and other sensitive species.
These include measures for communication towers, power line safety for raptors, road and
highway improvements, spring developments and livestock watering facilities, wastewater
facilities, and trenching operations.

We also suggest you contact the New Mexico Department of Game and Fish, and the New
Mexico Energy, Minerals, and Natural Resources Department, Forestry Division for information
regarding State fish, wildlife, and plants.

Thank you for your concern for endangered and threatened species and New Mexico's wildlife
habitats. We appreciate your efforts to identify and avoid impacts to listed and sensitive species
in your project area. For further consultation on your proposed activity, please call 505-346-2525
or email nmesfo@fws.gov and reference your Service Consultation Tracking Number.
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".

This species list is provided by:

New Mexico Ecological Services Field Office
2105 Osuna Road Ne
Albuquerque, NM 87113-1001
(505) 346-2525
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 02ENNM00-2017-SLI-0535

Event Code: 02ENNM00-2017-E-01036

Project Name: Sunport Biological Evaluation

Project Type: BRIDGE CONSTRUCTION / MAINTENANCE

Project Description: Extension of Sunport Boulevard to Woodward Road and road
improvements along Woodward Road and Second Street.

Project Location:
 Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps:

https://www.google.com/maps/place/35.05293828589582N106.6382079367956W

Counties: Bernalillo, NM

Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 5 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on your species list. Species on
this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include species
that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species list
because a project could affect downstream species. See the "Critical habitats" section below for
those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially within your project area. Please contact the
designated FWS office if you have questions.
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Mammals

NAME STATUS

 New Mexico Meadow Jumping Mouse (Zapus hudsonius luteus)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside thefinal critical habitat
designated critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7965

Endangered

Birds

NAME STATUS

 Mexican Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis lucida)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside thefinal critical habitat
designated critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8196

Threatened

 Southwestern Willow Flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus)
There is a   designated for this species. Your location is outside thefinal critical habitat
designated critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6749

Endangered

 Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus)
Population: Western U.S. DPS
There is a   for this species. Your location overlaps the proposedproposed critical habitat
critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/3911

Threatened

Fishes

NAME STATUS

 Rio Grande Silvery Minnow (Hybognathus amarus)
Population: Wherever found, except where listed as an experimental population
There is a   designated for this species. Your location overlaps thefinal critical habitat
designated critical habitat.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1391

Endangered
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Critical habitats
There are 2 critical habitats wholly or partially within your project area.

NAME STATUS

 Rio Grande Silvery Minnow (Hybognathus amarus) Final
designated

 Yellow-billed Cuckoo (Coccyzus americanus) Proposed
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John Taschek

From: Garcia, Hector <hgarcia@usbr.gov>
Sent: Monday, April 30, 2018 11:14 AM
To: John Taschek
Subject: EA = NMDOT CN A300160 and A300161

Received an EA announcement for the improvements from I‐25 to 2nd street through Woodward. 
 
The Bureau of Reclamation has no jurisdiction over any part of the proposed work area. 
 
We have no comments at this time. 
 
Hector Garcia 
Senior Environmental Protection Specialist 
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4 May 2018 
 
Mr. John Taschek 
Ecosphere Environmental Services 
1660 Old Pecos Trail 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 
 
RE:  Sunport Boulevard Extension; NMDGF No. 18415 
 
Dear Mr. Taschek: 
 
In response to your letter dated 20 April 2018 regarding the above referenced project, the Department of 
Game and Fish (Department) does not anticipate significant impacts to wildlife or sensitive habitats, with 
implementation of the applicable mitigation or avoidance measures included within the project 
description.  
 

1. For Biota Information System of New Mexico (BISON-M) species accounts, searches, and county 
lists go to bison-m.org. 

2. For the Department’s Habitat Handbook Project guidelines go to 
http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/conservation/habitat-information/habitat-handbook/. 

3. For custom, site-specific database searches on plants and wildlife go to nhnm.unm.edu. 
4. For state-listed plants go to nmrareplants.unm.edu/index.html. 
5. For the most current listing of federally listed species always check the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service’s Information, Planning, and Conservation website at http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the proposed project. If you have any 
questions, please contact Mark Watson, Terrestrial Habitat Specialist at (505) 476-8115, or 
mark.watson@state.nm.us . 

Sincerely, 

 
Chuck L. Hayes, Assistant Chief 
Ecological and Environmental Planning Division 
 
cc: USFWS NMES Field Office 

 

http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/
http://www.bison-m.org/
http://www.wildlife.state.nm.us/conservation/habitat-information/habitat-handbook/
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May 22, 2018 
 
John Taschek 
Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc.  
1660 Old Santa Fe Trail, Suite H 
Santa Fe, NM 87505 
By email to: jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com  
 
Dear Mr. Taschek, 
 
The New Mexico Environment Department (NMED) has reviewed the scoping letter for the 
proposed Sunport Boulevard Extension project and offers the following comments: 
 

NMED Drinking Water Bureau Comments 

Please notify Albuquerque Water System, NM3510701, prior to construction on Woodward Rd 
SE.  San Jose Well #4 within the Albuquerque Water System is an inactive well located on 
Woodward Rd SE between Broadway Blvd SE and Arno St.  Consideration should be given to 
an alignment of the Sunport Blvd extension that avoids the radius of influence for San Jose Well 
#4 or is at least outside of a 1,000 foot radius of the well head.  

 

NMED Ground Water Quality Bureau Comments 

The project is not expected to have any adverse impacts on ground water quality in the area of 
the potential effect. However, implementation of the project may involve the use of heavy 
equipment thereby leading to a possibility of contaminant releases (e.g., fuel, hydraulic fluid, 
etc.) associated with equipment malfunctions. The GWQB advises all parties involved in the 
project to be aware of notification requirements for accidental discharges contained in 
20.6.2.1203 NMAC. Compliance with the notification and response requirements will further 
ensure the protection of ground water quality in the vicinity of the project. 
 
A copy of the Ground and Surface Water Protection Regulations, 20.6.2 NMAC, is available at 
http://164.64.110.239/nmac/parts/title20/20.006.0002.pdf . 

 

NMED Petroleum Storage Tank Bureau Comments 

PSTB staff identified several facilities and release sites that may be located in or near the project 
area and may be affected by or affect the project. They are listed below with their map locations.  
GoNM map of facilities and listed confirmed releases (not all releases are plotted on map) 
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Quickrete, Inc, Facility ID 30094, 2700 Second SW, Albuquerque, had two underground storage 
tanks that have been removed, according to our records. This was a leaking underground storage 
tank site. No further action is currently required at the site. 
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Whitfield Tank Lines, Inc, Facility ID 31623, 3000 Broadway SE, Albuquerque, was also a 
LUST site. No further action is currently required there. There’s no information on the tanks at 
this facility in the database, which usually indicates there are no tanks regulated by PSTB 
present.  

 
 
 
Duke City Fueling, FID 27793, 3203 Broadway SE, has four underground storage tanks 
currently in use. This was also a LUST site; no further action on the LUST site is currently 
required.  
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Giant Sales Terminal, FID 28322, 3209 Broadway SE, had 3 underground storage tanks, all of 
which have been removed, according to our records. There were two releases here; one, RID 
532, has no further action required, and one, #1242, was referred to the Ground Water Quality 
Bureau.  

 
 



6 
 

Albuquerque NM Terminal, FID 26453, 3200 S Broadway, had one underground storage tank, 
which has been removed, according to PSTB records. This site also had two releases: one, RID 
858, has no further action required, and one, RID 1054, that’s been referred to the Ground Water 
Quality Bureau.  
(see map below) 

 
 
If you’d like to search our online records yourself, here are the directions: 
Many of the records requested from the Petroleum Storage Tank Bureau are available online, and you can 
access them quickly yourself by following the directions below. If you’d like a further response from this 
bureau, please reply with the information you find (say no information if none; say whether you found 
info on leaks or not; and if possible, say whether there are tanks and whether they are underground or 
aboveground). In addition, please use any FID’s (facility identification numbers) or RID’s (release 
identification numbers) you’ve found in these searches for the facilities or releases you are seeking 
information on, and please state specifically which records you’re looking for. If you want to see all 
records for a facility, you’re welcome to arrange a time with us to come look at the files. If you need any 
help using the online resources, please let me know.  
  
Please review the lists on the webpage, https://www.env.nm.gov/ust/lists.html. Click on the Active 
Leaking and NFA Sites link. The first document lists NFA sites (sites for which no further action is 
currently required) by county and city. The third document lists active sites alphabetically by priority (the 
second and fourth documents are pdfs). Click on the document you need, then click Download for the 
option you choose in the window that opens. You can search the Active Leaking or NFA Sites 
spreadsheets (or any other spreadsheet) by holding down the ctrl key on your keyboard and then hitting 
the F key, or by going to Find & Select (all the way to the right) on the Home tab of the spreadsheet, 
selecting Find, and entering an address or part of an address, a name, or any information you’d like to 
search on and then clicking on Find Next repeatedly to find all records that fit your search. You can 
download the No Further Action letter for many of these records by clicking the link in the last column of 
the NFA spreadsheet. If the No Further Action letter is not online and you need it or any other 
information, let us know.  
 

https://www.env.nm.gov/ust/lists.html
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If you are looking for information about the presence of underground or aboveground storage tanks at an 
address, please download the All Storage Tank list, also at https://www.env.nm.gov/ust/lists.html. This 
lists all storage tanks in the state that fall or fell under our regulations and have been registered with us, 
whether they are still present or not. This spreadsheet can be searched the same way as the above ones. If 
you only need to know about tanks that are currently in use or temporarily out of use, download the 
Active Storage Tank list.  
 
The GoNM map link also enables you to locate quite a bit of information that will facilitate your search, 
including NFA letters. Not all information about each site has been uploaded there, but recently many 

site documents have been added. Instructions for Go NM: Go to  
https://www.env.nm.gov/ust/lists.html. Click on the GoNM link at the bottom left of the page. Documents 
may download more easily if you use Internet Explorer. When you are in the GoNM Mapper, you can use 
the zoom slider at the upper left of the map to zoom in. Colored and white shapes represent facilities that 
have or had tanks and/or have been involved in a release. To find out more about a facility, click on the 
white i inside the blue circle at top of the screen and then click on the shape that represents that facility. 
When the dialog box pops up, you can click on either the Report or any link under Documents If it is a 
leaking site, there will usually be a link under Documents. Many No Further Action letters and other 
documents are accessible and downloadable this way. If you click on the icon under Report at the left of 
the dialogue box, there is also quite a bit of information there. If there is a triangle (like a “play” symbol 
on a media player) at the top right of the dialog box, click on it, and a second page of information will 
open. 
 

NMED Solid Waste Bureau Comments 

 
The NMED’s Solid Waste Bureau (SWB) advises that such work sometimes results in the 
knowing or inadvertent generation of regulated asbestos waste, as the necessary trenching or 
excavation has the potential to impact asbestos-containing materials, such as asbestos-cement 
pipes (sewer, water or conduit).  Suspect pipes, fragments or soils contaminated with related 
fragments or fines need to be sampled and analyzed by Polarized Light Microscopy to determine 
if the materials contain greater than one percent (1%) asbestos.  If so, the pipes, fragments and/or 
contaminated soils require management as regulated asbestos waste per the New Mexico Solid 
Waste Rules (SWR), 20.9.2 – 20.9.10 NMAC, to include proper containerization, labeling, 
manifesting, transport by an approved commercial hauler and disposal at a permitted solid waste 
facility specifically permitted to accept regulated asbestos waste.  Additionally, trenching and 
excavation also has the potential to identify areas of buried solid waste.  If more than 120 cubic 
yards of solid waste from any one contiguous area requires excavation, the SWB may require 
submission of a Waste Excavation Plan pursuant to the SWR, 20.9.2.10.A(15) NMAC. 

 

NMED Surface Water Quality Bureau Comments 

 
 USEPA Section 402 NPDES Stormwater Program, Construction General Permit  
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) administers the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) program under Section 401 of the Federal Clean Water Act in the State of 
New Mexico. Coverage under the NPDES Construction General Permit (CGP) is required for storm water 
discharges from construction projects that will result in the disturbance of one or more acres (including 
common plans of development).  
 
Among other things, the CGP requires that a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) be prepared 
for the site and that appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) be installed and maintained both 
during and after construction to prevent, to the extent practicable, pollutants (primarily sediment, oil & 
grease, and construction materials from construction sites) in storm water runoff from entering waters of 
the U.S. This permit also requires that permanent stabilization measures (revegetation, paving, etc.), and 
permanent storm water management measures (storm water detention/retention structures, velocity 
dissipation devices, etc.) be implemented post construction to minimize, in the long term, pollutants in 
storm water runoff from entering these waters. In addition, permittees must ensure that there is no 

https://www.env.nm.gov/ust/lists.html
https://www.env.nm.gov/ust/lists.html
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increase in sediment yield and flow velocity from the construction site (both during and after 
construction) compared to pre-construction, undisturbed conditions.  
 
USEPA requires that all "operators" (see Appendix A of the permit) obtain NPDES permit coverage for 
construction projects. Generally, this means that at least two parties will require permit coverage. The 
owner/developer of this construction project who has operational control over project specifications, and 
the general contractor who has day-to-day operational control of those activities at the site, which are 
necessary to ensure compliance with the storm water pollution plan and other permit conditions, and 
possibly other "operators" will require NPDES permit coverage for this project.  
 
Operators of certain small construction activity (disturbance of one to five acres) may be waived from 
permit requirements under limited circumstances. To be eligible for this waiver, operators must certify to 
USEPA that they are eligible (see Appendix C of the CGP). Waivers are only available to stormwater 
discharges associated with small construction activities (i.e., 1-5 acres).  
 
More information on USEPA’s NPDES Stormwater Program is available at on-line at 
https://www.epa.gov/npdes/npdes-stormwater-program. The CGP was re-issued January 11, 2017 
effective February 16, 2017 which includes additional state requirements in Part 9 of the permit. A link to 
the 2017 CGP and USEPA’s reporting tool (NeT-CGP) for operators to apply for coverage or waivers is 
available at:  https://www.epa.gov/npdes/2017-construction-general-permit-cgp.  
 

USACE Section 404 Dredge and Fill Permits and NMED 401 Certifications  
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) issues or authorizes Standard Individual Permits (IPs), 
Nationwide Permits (NWPs), and the Emergency Regional General Permit (RGP) under Section 404 of 
the Federal Clean Water Act.  
 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) issues or authorizes Standard Individual Permits (IPs), 
Nationwide Permits (NWPs), and the Emergency Regional General Permit (RGP) under Section 404 of 
the Federal Clean Water Act. Activities that result in the discharge of dredged or fill material to waters of 
the U.S., such as earth-moving work within wetlands, lakes, and streams (including ephemeral streams or 
arroyos), may require a permit. If you have questions about activities within watercourses or wetlands that 
may require coverage under a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit, then more information is available 
on-line from the USACE, Albuquerque District, Regulatory Division at 
http://www.spa.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory-Program-and-Permits/.  
 
A water quality certification is required under Section 401 of the Federal Clean Water Act for activities 
regulated under Section 404. More information on the permitting and certification requirements is 
available on-line from NMED at https://www.env.nm.gov/surface-water-quality/dredgeandfillactivities/.  
 
Thank you for providing NMED with the opportunity to review and comment on this proposed 
project.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
Michaelene Kyrala 
Director of Policy  
New Mexico Environment Department 
Office:   505.827.2892 
E-mail: michaelene.kyrala@state.nm.us 
 
 

https://www.epa.gov/npdes/2017-construction-general-permit-cgp
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PUBLIC HEARING  
Sunport Boulevard Extension  &

Woodward Road Improvements

Environmental Assessment

Bernalillo County Project No. TS09-06

NMDOT Project Nos.            

CN A300160 & CN A300161

July 19, 2018



Presenters
 Elias Archuleta, PE 

 Technical Services Director, Bernalillo County

 Peter Hinckley, PE

 Consultant Project Manager, AECOM

 John Taschek

 Environmental Consultant, Ecosphere

Facilitator & Translator
 Bill Moye, Star Group LLC

 Spanish translation available

La interpretación en español estará disponible



Hearing Agenda

 6 p.m. Open House

 6:30 p.m. Welcome and Introductions

 Opening Remarks

 Ground Rules

 Formal Presentation

 Next Steps

 Formal Comment Period

 Individual Public Statements (five minutes max)

 Submit Written Comments

 Conclude Hearing



Opening Remarks



Ground Rules

 This is a formal public hearing process

 It differs from a public meeting

 Silent/vibrate cell phones

 Respect the speaker and listeners

 Listen to learn

 To make formal comment sign up to speak

 All comments / statements will be recorded by 

court reporter



Presentation Agenda
 Environmental Assessment is available for 

Public Review at:

 County and City Community Centers

 Bernalillo County Public Works Division

 South Broadway Library

 Project Development Process

 Brief History of Past Public Involvement

 Build and No Build Alternatives

 Environmental Assessment Revisions, 

Updates and Major Findings     

 What happens next?



Project Development Process 
(NMDOT)

Currently Here

Community’s input during  these steps



Environmental Process
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

Finding
of No

Significant
Impact
(FONSI)

Final EIS
and 

Record
of 

Decision

▪ Inform public and 
agencies of intent 
to conduct project

▪ Conduct public and 
agency meetings

▪ Collect comments

Public scoping of 
issues and 

alternatives

▪ Address comments

▪ Identify measures 
to mitigate impacts

▪ Prepare Input 
Synopsis

▪ Recommend action

Finalize 
Environmental 

Document

Prepare 
Environmental 

Document

▪ Analyze comments

▪ Develop and 
evaluate 
alternatives

▪ Collect data

▪ Analyze impacts

▪ Prepare 
environmental 
document

▪ INFORM PUBLIC 
OF EA 
AVAILABILITY 
(TYPICALLY 30 
DAY COMMENT 
PERIOD)

▪ CONDUCT PUBLIC 
HEARING

▪ COLLECT 
COMMENTS

PUBLIC REVIEW 
OF 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT

Currently Here



Public Involvement

 June 2010 — Public Meeting

 October 2011 — Public Hearing

 January 2012 — San Jose & Mountain View 
Neighborhood Assn Meetings

 February 2012 — Public Meeting

 Various dates — Small Group / Neighborhood Assn 
Meetings

 August 2013 — San Jose & Mountain View Neighborhood 
Assn Meetings

 September 2013 — Public Meeting 

 April 2015 — South Valley Transportation Public Meeting

 August 2015 — Public Hearing 

 July 2018 – Public Hearing



Alternatives 

 Alternatives D and H Eliminated

 Unacceptable geometry—inadequate bridge and rail 

clearances, extreme skew angles at bridges, circuitous 

alignments, effectively unsafe

 Poor connectivity—no connection to Woodward or other 

public roads

 Railroad impacts (crossings, relocations, Right of Way 

needed)

 Business relocations and more right of way

 Higher costs



 Provides connectivity to the west

 2nd Street to I-25 connectivity

 Connects to Broadway & Woodward at existing 

signalized intersection / no new intersection on 

Broadway

 Spans the South Diversion Channel and Edmund 

Street with Bridges at approximate 90° angles

 Crosses three mainline RR tracks and freight 

spur track 

 No relocations of businesses

Build Alternative



Sunport Boulevard / 

Woodward Road Alignment



 Sunport Boulevard designed as a four-lane 
median-divided urban arterial

 Woodward Road designed as a three-lane 

urban collector 

 Bike lanes & sidewalks between 2nd Street and 

I-25 

 Intersection improvements and traffic signals 

(2nd Street, Broadway and I-25 Ramps)

 Widening of I-25 southbound ramps

 Requires relocation of PNM transmission lines 

and other utilities

 1% for Public Art

Build Alternative



Sunport Boulevard Cross-Sections 



Sunport Boulevard Cross-Sections



Woodward Road Cross Section



• No new construction or roadway improvements by 

the County

• Woodward Road is maintained by the City of 

Albuquerque

• No new connection between Woodward, 

Broadway and I-25

• No bike lanes or sidewalks improvements

• No improvements at Woodward / 2nd Street 

intersection

• Future traffic growth must be accommodated on 
existing roadways, particularly Broadway, Gibson, 

Rio Bravo, 2nd and Woodward

No Build Alternative



Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings

 Purpose and Need of the Projects

 Transportation System Connectivity—i.e., 
‘close the gap’ between Gibson and Rio 
Bravo Boulevards

 Improved access between Sunport 
Boulevard, I-25, and Broadway Boulevard

 Congestion relief

 Improve pedestrian and bicycle facilities

 Improve emergency vehicle access to area



 Population & Employment Forecasts

 Flat growth forecast for the area by UNM

 Reduced Traffic Volume forecasts vs. previous 

plans 

 Addition of Sunport Boulevard still reduces 

traffic on Broadway north and Gibson

 Broadway north of Sunport—41% less traffic 

with Sunport compared to No Build

Gibson east of Broadway—21% less traffic 

with Sunport compared to No Build

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Air Quality Analyzed

 Performed “hot spot” analyses three major intersections

 Addressed air toxics and greenhouse gases

 Air quality studies / analyses have met all NEPA / FHWA 

requirements

 Project is well within EPA guidelines for transportation 

related air quality (CO)

 Addition of Sunport Boulevard & Woodward Road 

improvements does not have significant impact on area’s 

air quality 

 Industrial air quality addressed by local governments via 

zoning and design controls

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Noise Analyzed

 Performed onsite noise monitoring in January 2018 at 
three locations

 Developed Noise Model—calibrated vs. onsite 
measurements

 Noise levels approach or exceed federal criteria at 
three locations near west end of Woodward (near RRs) 
and one location near northeast corner Broadway / 
Wesmeco

 The above are imperceptible noise increases (<3 
dBA); railroad and aircraft noise not considered

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Land Use

 Acknowledgement of mixed use nature of 

area including residential with 

neighborhood boundaries 

 Conforms with existing plans (i.e. Sunport 

Station Area Plan, sector plans, etc.)

 Development controls being added by 

county to encourage responsible 

development—Design Overlay District

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Not building the project has an impact —

No potential to alter current land use trends

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Environmental Justice

 Environmental Justice populations present in San Jose 
and Mountain View

 History of community public health concerns

 Traffic decreases in San Jose neighborhood north of 

project, and increases in industrial areas to the south

 Industries’ effects addressed with overlay land use 

controls to encourage responsible development

 Potential economic benefits, jobs, wages, investment

 Conclusion: No disproportionate impact on minority or 

low income populations 

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Hazardous Materials / Superfund Site

 Alignment crosses South Valley superfund site

 Site clean-up  consists of deep groundwater 

remediation

 Construction will not impact clean-up

 Clean-up has been effective; some wells being 

closed / removed — plume size reduced

 Other wells and  pipelines affected by project will 

be  reconstructed by remediation contractors

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



 Indirect Effects – Induced Growth

 Improved access, successful remediation, past plans

 Concern about community impacts – traffic, air quality

 Mitigation through overlay land use controls

 Potential economic benefits, jobs, wages, investment

 Cumulative Impacts

 Major transportation projects, Sunport, other plans

 Areas of no impact (air quality, etc.)

 Cumulative impacts (noise, multimodal connectivity, 

urban development patterns)

Environmental Assessment
Revisions, Updates & Findings



Next Steps

• Collect all public comments by July 31

• Preparation of agency and public input synopsis

• Determination by Federal Highways Administration

• Enter final design and right-of-way acquisition phase

• Develop Design Overlay—Sunport Commerce Center

• Public meetings during final design phase

• Eligible for public art installation

• Begin construction…



Ways to Submit

Comments for the Record

• Verbal comments/statements tonight

• Via the comment form/submit tonight

• Written using e-mailing/mailing address on the 

comment form 

• E-mail to peter.hinckley@aecom.com, 

jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com, or 

rleichwald@bernco.gov

• Comments are due by July 31

• Review the environmental assessment document at 
www.bernco.gov/Sunport



Public Comment Ground Rules

 All comments / statements will be formally 

recorded by a court reporter

 Please speak slowly and clearly, identify 

your name and address for the record

 Speak into the microphone

 Time period for comments is five minutes or 

less; longer statements can be submitted in 

writing

 Bell notification at 30 seconds remaining

 Please respect the speaker



Thank you for attending

Sunport Boulevard Extension / 

Woodward Road Improvements

Environmental Assessment

Public Hearing



Sunport Boulevard Extension and Woodward Road Improvements Input Synopsis 

Ecosphere Environmental Services, Inc.  
 

AECOM | Environmental Assessment D-1 
 

Appendix D – Hearing Transcript and Comments 
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1          MR. MOYE:  Ladies and Gentlemen, thank you 

2 very much for your patience.  My name is Bill Moye 

3 and I'm with the Star Group and I'll be your 

4 facilitator tonight.  

5          And you're here for the public hearing 

6 meeting for the Sunport Boulevard Extension and the 

7 Woodward Expansion or Road Improvements, and it's an 

8 environmental assessment, so it's a very formal 

9 hearing tonight.  And so, if anybody wants to speak, 

10 I'll tell you now, you have to sign up back there to 

11 be able to come up here and speak.  So it's not 

12 urgent but, whenever, in about 40 minutes we're going 

13 to have you speak.  

14          So we have presenters with us tonight.  

15 Elias Archuleta, a professional engineer.  He's the 

16 Technical Services Director for Bernalillo County.  

17 We got Peter Hinckley, he's a professional engineer 

18 also and Consultant Project Manager for AECOM.  And 

19 then John Taschek, Environmental Consultant with 

20 Ecosphere.  

21          Our agenda for tonight is basically from 6 

22 to 6 -- whatever it is now -- 40, is an open house 

23 where you have an opportunity hopefully to look at 

24 the posters in the back that kind of describe the 

25 project.  6:30 was supposed to be -- it was a welcome 
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1 introduction.  So then we want to have opening 

2 remarks, ground rules, formal presentation, and then 

3 one of the next steps.  And that will pretty much 

4 conclude anything that looks like a presentation from 

5 the County and the contractors.  

6          After that, so we start the formal comment 

7 period.  Individual public statements are limited to 

8 five minutes each, and there will be a system of 

9 telling you you've got 30 seconds left and watch out, 

10 there's a train coming or something, and you got to 

11 get off the stage.  And then we'll conclude the 

12 hearing when everyone who has signed up to speak has 

13 spoken.  Fair enough?

14          So our ground rules for tonight, let me go 

15 to ground rules real quick.  So ground rules for 

16 tonight, this is a formal presentation and public 

17 hearing and the process is different than a regular 

18 public meeting.  There's no Q and A session.  

19 Anything that looks like a Q and A session will have 

20 -- after we conclude the meeting, and if you can get 

21 someone to answer questions for you, that's up to you 

22 guys.  If you'd please have your cell phones on 

23 silent or vibrate.  And if you need to take a call or 

24 make a call, would you take it outside and not in 

25 this room, please.  
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1          We also have a ground rule about respect to 

2 speaker and the listener.  This is critical, because 

3 I believe everybody in this room, including the 

4 presenters, have something of value to say.  Listen 

5 to learn, you know, give them your full attention, 

6 whoever is speaking.  

7          And then, make your formal comments, sign up 

8 to speak.  So making those comments.  It says this 

9 about 25 times, we got to get that done.  All 

10 comments and statements will be recorded by a court 

11 reporter, and she is over here.  And the court 

12 reporter requires you to say your name clearly and 

13 give your address.  That's it.  That's pretty easy, 

14 right?  

15          Okay, so now at this moment I would like to 

16 go back to opening remarks and introduce Rodrigo 

17 Eichwald with the County.

18          MR. EICHWALD:  Good evening.  I'm Rodrigo 

19 Eichwald from Bernalillo County, the project 

20 engineer.  I would like to introduce Commissioner 

21 Quezada to say a few opening words, please, 

22 Commissioner.

23          (Applause)

24          COMMISSIONER QUEZADA:  Thank you so much.  

25 Good evening.  Thank you all for coming to learn more 
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1 about this important project.  I hope you know that 

2 this project has been 30 years in the making, and so 

3 I brought a quick summary so you can kind of 

4 understand the whole process and how we've come to 

5 this point today.  

6          Back in 1984 the project began as a 

7 recommendation from the South Valley community to 

8 facilitate economic development and to provide better 

9 access to the airport.  So when they were talking 

10 about facilitate economic development they're talking 

11 about different types of economic development other 

12 than what historically has happened, not only in the 

13 South Valley, but in the Mountain View area.  So 

14 access in order for that to change and to change what 

15 kind of corporations and what kind of stuff comes 

16 into these neighborhoods, that depends on access.  

17 And so they, for many years, as you well know, have 

18 been trying to change the access so we can change 

19 what types of industries and what kinds of jobs that 

20 we're able to provide for this community.  

21          And then an environmental report in 1991 

22 recommended only the eastern part of the project to 

23 be completed and the western part to be treated as a 

24 separate project.  Then around 1995, the eastern 

25 portion serving the airport is built.  And then in 
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1 2008 Bernalillo County agreed to build the western 

2 portion of the project.  Since then Bernalillo County 

3 has been studying, analyzing, meeting with the 

4 community and finding the money to build the western 

5 part of this project.  

6          Now, in 2018, today, we are presenting to 

7 you our findings of the most recent environmental 

8 assessment.  We hope that you will listen, obtain a 

9 deeper understanding of what this project is really 

10 all about and what the potential it has for this 

11 community and all of Bernalillo County.  But most 

12 importantly, the idea presented over 30 years ago to 

13 facilitate economic development and to provide better 

14 access not only to the airport, but different types 

15 of development still holds true today.  

16          So thank you all for coming tonight and I 

17 hope we all learn and I hope that we're all able to 

18 compromise if we can't agree.  We need more 

19 compromise in this country.  So now is a good day to 

20 start that.  Thank you.  

21          (Applause)

22          MR. EICHWALD:  Hello, I'd like to 

23 acknowledge Diane Dolan who is here from Councilor 

24 Benton's office.  

25          (Applause)
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1          MR. EICHWALD:  With that, we'll get started 

2 with the presentation.  

3          MR. MOYE:  Okay.  I would like to introduce 

4 Elias Archuleta again, who is the individual who's 

5 going to speak about the first half of this program.  

6          MR. ARCHULETA:  Thank you, Bill.  Can you 

7 hear me?  Good evening.  Tonight we'd like to start 

8 with letting you know where you can review the 

9 environmental assessment document.  The document is 

10 available at County and City community centers, at 

11 the Bernalillo County Public Works headquarters down 

12 on Broadway.  You can also review copies at the South 

13 Valley library, and you can obtain electronic copies 

14 on our web site, which is www.bernco.gov/sunport.

15          So tonight our presentation is going to be 

16 broken into four areas to cover.  We're going to go 

17 over the project development process on how we got 

18 here, a brief history of the public involvement 

19 efforts that we've had to date, and then we'll review 

20 the alternatives that were considered for the 

21 environmental assessment, as well as the revisions to 

22 the EA that have happened over the past two or three 

23 years, as well as the major updates and the findings 

24 that occurred in the EA that we are publishing now.  

25 And then, from that point, we'll cover where we go 
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1 from here after tonight's meeting.  

2          So the project development process that 

3 we're following today is dictated by the New Mexico 

4 Department of Transportation Location Study 

5 Procedures Manual.  This manual guides the steps that 

6 we need to go through to ensure that we meet all the 

7 requirements of the National Environmental Policy 

8 Act, otherwise known as NEPA.  

9          So this process starts with the government's 

10 involved -- determining the scope and need for the 

11 project and this occurs at the programming level with 

12 the hearing in the Albuquerque metro area, occurs at 

13 the Metropolitan Planning Organization.  And at that 

14 point they'll identify the funding that's going to be 

15 involved, as well as the work that we're going to 

16 evaluate.  

17          From that point, once we have the funding 

18 identified, we'll go into the alignment study process 

19 which will evaluate all feasible alternatives for 

20 what we're looking for as well as compared against 

21 the no build, which is us doing nothing.  From that 

22 point we move into the environmental assessment state 

23 and preliminary design, which is the phase we're in 

24 now.  Once we receive an environmental clearance we 

25 can move on to final design, right-of-way acquisition 



500 FOURTH STREET NW - SUITE 105, ALBUQUERQUE, NM  87102
PAUL BACA PROFESSIONAL COURT REPORTERS

Page 9

1 and finally construction.  

2          So to go into a little more detail about the 

3 environmental process that we're in right now.  The 

4 process began back about ten or so years ago on this 

5 project when we went to public scoping and at that 

6 point we took the ideas that came out of the 

7 programming and went to the public to inform not only 

8 the residents, but also any stakeholders, businesses 

9 in the area, as well as other agencies that are 

10 impacted by our construction.  And then we took -- we 

11 explained what we were looking to do, the purpose of 

12 the project, what we want to get out, and we 

13 solicited comments about where we think we should go.  

14 And from there we took those comments, applied it to 

15 the alternatives that we developed and compared that 

16 to the conditions that exist today and in the future 

17 to see how our improvements would help and that 

18 helped to guide and select the preferred alternative 

19 to move forward.  

20          So all of that was prepared and put into an 

21 environmental document and we publish it and that's 

22 what we're doing today with the public hearing, to 

23 get your formal comments.  Once we're done here 

24 tonight and once the comment period ends, and our 

25 comment period will go through July 31st, we'll 
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1 compile all the comments from tonight, determine if 

2 there's any other mitigation or evaluation that needs 

3 to occur, prepare our final document and submit it to 

4 Federal Highways for them to give us a final 

5 determination.  

6          If that final determination comes back that 

7 there's no significant impact, we can proceed to 

8 design.  If we do not receive a finding of no 

9 significant impact, Federal Highways can recommend us 

10 going to an environmental assessment and at that 

11 point the County will determine where we go from 

12 there.  

13          So to date, like I said, the project 

14 actually began in June of 2010, was the first public 

15 meeting that we had and since that date we've 

16 conducted six public meetings and another four 

17 neighborhood meetings, which includes tonight's 

18 public hearing.  

19          The meetings in 2015 resulted in revisions 

20 to the environmental document at that time, which 

21 required us to combine the Woodward portions into our 

22 project and that's what's taken the two years that 

23 you've seen since 2015.  Actually, three years until 

24 tonight for us to incorporate those changes and 

25 resubmit our environmental assessment.  
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1          So from here I'm going to turn it over to 

2 Pete Hinckley who's our engineering consultant and 

3 will discuss our alternatives.

4          MR. HINCKLEY:  Good evening.  So I'm going 

5 to start out with a description of alternatives.  We 

6 actually looked at a number of alternatives over the 

7 course of the past few years of studies.  As Elias 

8 said, we actually began the project some time ago and 

9 have gone through alignment analysis, alignment 

10 study, and set up a few different alternatives.

11          We have ruled out the other alternatives and 

12 carried forward what we call a build alternative.  

13 The previous alternatives that we ruled out were 

14 other alignments south of the Woodward Road location.  

15 Those alternatives effectively did not work as well.  

16 They were not acceptable.  They did not have adequate 

17 roadway geometry.  They were circuitous.  They had 

18 poor clearances over the railroads and over the 

19 AMAFCA channel.  They didn't work as well from the 

20 overview perspective.  They didn't connect as well 

21 and provide connectivity to the west.  So we 

22 eliminated those alternatives and really don't 

23 discuss those anymore, nor do we analyze those in the 

24 environmental document because they don't meet the 

25 purpose and need and really were infeasible.  



500 FOURTH STREET NW - SUITE 105, ALBUQUERQUE, NM  87102
PAUL BACA PROFESSIONAL COURT REPORTERS

Page 12

1          I will describe now the build alternative 

2 that we have proposed here tonight and what we have 

3 illustrated on the boards in the back and some images 

4 on these slides.  

5          The build alternative basically does provide 

6 connectivity to the west between Second Street, 

7 Broadway and I-25.  We connect those three locations.  

8 We provide a signalized intersection actually at each 

9 end of the project.  We span over the South Diversion 

10 Channel.  We span over the Edmund Street location.  

11 We don't relocate any businesses.  We feel like this 

12 alternative was clearly the best alternative to move 

13 forward with.

14          I have a pointer here.  I'm just going to 

15 kind of describe the project from the west end to the 

16 east.  We start over here at Second Street and we 

17 improve Second Street for channelization of the 

18 intersection.  We intend to signalize the 

19 intersection at Second Street and we'll channelize it 

20 and that requires a few hundred feet of construction 

21 on Second Street as well.  Then we proceed over the 

22 railroad.  We actually do cross over the railroad 

23 stream main line tracks.  Those tracks will remain.  

24 We'll continue with an at-grade intersection over the 

25 railroad.  The intersection will be improved in order 



500 FOURTH STREET NW - SUITE 105, ALBUQUERQUE, NM  87102
PAUL BACA PROFESSIONAL COURT REPORTERS

Page 13

1 to provide gates and a safe crossing at this 

2 location.

3          We then cross over Williams Street, the San 

4 Jose Drain and intersect with Broadway.  From 

5 Broadway east then we connect in with Sunport 

6 Boulevard Extension Project, the original project.  

7 On Broadway south we have to widen Broadway to 

8 accommodate channelization and improvement to the 

9 intersection.  The intersection is currently 

10 signalized and will continue to be signalized, but 

11 signals will have to be relocated for the wider 

12 intersection we're going to build.  

13          We provide an at-grade intersection on 

14 Sunport Boulevard right here at Arno Street location 

15 for connection to existing Woodward to remain.  In 

16 other words, this section of Woodward Road will 

17 remain in place and connect to Edmund Street in order 

18 to provide access to the properties along those 

19 locations and to remediation contractors who are 

20 doing the groundwater cleanup in those areas. 

21          We're going to extend and across over the 

22 South Diversion Channel.  We also cross over Edmund 

23 Street and then intersect with I-25.  Our project 

24 includes widening of the southbound ramps, so both 

25 the southbound off ramp and the southbound on ramp 
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1 get an additional lane.  

2          So to be a little more specific about the 

3 build alternative, it's basically a four lane urban 

4 arterial for Sunport Boulevard.  A three lane urban 

5 collector roadway for Woodward Road.  We do see 

6 traffic volumes considerably different between 

7 Woodward and Sunport.  Sunport is predicted to carry 

8 something on the order of magnitude of 11,000 

9 vehicles a day in the future for our design year.  

10 Whereas, Woodward Road is predicted to carry about 

11 7,000 vehicles per day.  So with the 7,000, a three 

12 lane section is adequate and a four lane section is 

13 planned for Sunport Boulevard for traffic volume. 

14          Both roadways will have bike lanes in both 

15 directions and sidewalks in both directions.  This is 

16 a change from what we described previously when we 

17 were here for our public hearing in the past in 2015.  

18 At that point in time we had stopped the sidewalks at 

19 the Arno Street intersection.  We decided to continue 

20 them all the way up to I-25.  So that's a relatively 

21 minor change, but provides great connectivity and 

22 access.  

23          We improved the intersections at the edge of 

24 the project, Second Street and at I-25.  We added 

25 signalized signals to those intersections and then we 
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1 reconstructed the Broadway intersection as well.  And 

2 as I already mentioned, widening the southbound 

3 lanes.  

4          And we do have to relocate utilities as part 

5 of the project.  The PNM transmission lines just west 

6 of I-25 and that's obviously going to be a big cost 

7 and a big part of the project, so we're going to 

8 start working with PNM in the design phase.  

9          Another issue with the project, we'll be 

10 able to use one percent for public art.  The County 

11 has a program in place and this applies to funds that 

12 the County contributes towards the project, which is 

13 about 25 percent of the project costs, and 1 percent 

14 is dedicated for aesthetic design and public art.  So 

15 this project has an opportunity to incorporate those 

16 kind of features into the project.  

17          This is a typical section of Sunport 

18 Boulevard itself.  This illustrates the roadway as if 

19 it were on an embankment section or a utility wall 

20 section.  

21          Let me back up.  Sorry, got carried away.  

22 What we have is two lanes each direction separated by 

23 an 18-foot median.  We have an 18-foot divided 

24 median.  The median would be used with a 6-foot 

25 divider and 12-foot left turn lanes at the 



500 FOURTH STREET NW - SUITE 105, ALBUQUERQUE, NM  87102
PAUL BACA PROFESSIONAL COURT REPORTERS

Page 16

1 intersections.  So at the Broadway intersection, at 

2 the Arno intersection and I-25, the median would come 

3 into play with left turns provided.  

4          We also have a concrete wall barrier on the 

5 outside separating the roadway from the pedestrian 

6 and bicycle areas.  Outside of the wall barrier we 

7 have either a multi-use trail or we have a combined 

8 bike lane and a sidewalk.  That's going to be 

9 determined during the final design process as to what 

10 that configuration looks like.  

11          This road cross-section illustrates the 

12 roadway on the bridge and the overpass bridge over 

13 I-25.  The bridge will stay in place.  It's about 110 

14 feet wide and it will not be changed dramatically, 

15 but the deck and the configuration of the roadway on 

16 the deck will be changed.  

17          What this represents, we have two lanes in 

18 each direction.  We also have a left-turn lane in 

19 each direction.  This is different from what we had 

20 previously, in that the original designs we were 

21 doing over three years ago had a double left-turn 

22 lane in each direction.  We felt like at that time 

23 that was appropriate because we had forecast for 

24 higher traffic volumes.  The traffic volumes that 

25 we're seeing now are going to be less than those 
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1 previously predicted, and I will get into a little 

2 more detail in a minute.  

3          Then we have the left bike lane and the 

4 sidewalk on either side.  So we provided for 

5 multimodal transportation all the way between Second 

6 Street and I-25.  

7          This last cross-section is Woodward Road.  

8 Woodward has a single lane in each direction and a 

9 median area.  We actually have a continuous left-turn 

10 lane.  There's over 25 driveways along Woodward 

11 between Second Street and Broadway.  In order to 

12 accommodate left turning into those driveways we put 

13 in the left turn lane.  Along with that we provide 

14 bike lanes and sidewalks in both directions.  And as 

15 I mentioned earlier, the three lane section looks 

16 like it's adequate to carry the traffic volumes for 

17 the 20 year design horizon.  We designed for 2040 

18 traffic.  

19          One thing that's necessary as part of the 

20 environmental process is we compare the build 

21 alternative against the no build alternative.  The no 

22 build alternative is set up as a baseline comparison.  

23 So the baseline in this case, the no build 

24 alternative, consists of no construction of this 

25 project.  Basically, not building the project.  That 
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1 means that this project as it stands today is not 

2 going to get done.  Other projects and other 

3 configurations might get done.  And Woodward Road, 

4 for example, Woodward Road is a city street and the 

5 city may have other plans for it beyond this project.  

6 There are none that we know of.  

7          There would be no roadway connection 

8 therefore between Second and Woodward, Broadway and 

9 I-25.  There would be no bike lanes.  No other 

10 sidewalks or improvements.  And again, those could be 

11 done potentially if another project was set up, but 

12 without this project they won't happen as part of 

13 this.  

14          And future traffic growth would have to be 

15 accommodated with all the existing roadways.  So 

16 Second Street, Broadway, Gibson, Rio Bravo and 

17 Woodward would have to carry whatever increases in 

18 traffic volume are forecast for the future.  

19          So to initiate the environment process we 

20 have to define, after a needs analysis, we define the 

21 purpose and need of the project.  And Mr. Quezada 

22 actually described quite a bit of the purpose of the 

23 project.  But to put it into our transportation 

24 terms, we look at transportation system connectivity.  

25 We want to provide that connectivity with this.  
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1 Basically it was planning, and it was originally 

2 started in the late 1980s and early 1990s.  We want 

3 to fulfill the intent of that planning and provide 

4 that closure of a gap where a roadway doesn't 

5 currently exist, but would really fill out the 

6 transportation system.  We therefore would provide 

7 improved access between Second Street, Broadway, 

8 I-25.  This would have the benefit of congestion 

9 relief and I described that with an earlier slide 

10 also.  It would certainly improve pedestrian/bicycle 

11 facilities and those are a part of the need for the 

12 project because in the existing condition there 

13 really are no bicycle/pedestrian facilities in the 

14 corridor.  And also would have a benefit of providing 

15 emergency vehicle access.  

16          One thing that we have done as a big part of 

17 these updates and revision that we've done with this 

18 environmental assessment is look at the traffic 

19 volume forecast.  We worked with the Mid Region 

20 Council of Governments to identify the traffic 

21 forecast for the future.  We're looking at 2040 as 

22 our design year.  Through the course of this project 

23 we ran into issues where the traffic volume forecast 

24 was shown to be very high.  We went back with COG, we 

25 worked with them and they worked with UNM and had 
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1 recently received new data from UNM showing forecast 

2 for the future for population and employment to 

3 actually be much flatter growth so we adjusted our 

4 traffic volumes accordingly for lesser growth and 

5 therefore we have different configurations in some of 

6 our intersections.  

7          The roadways themselves, Sunport, west four 

8 lanes previously and continues to be four lanes.  And 

9 Woodward Road at one point in time we were showing an 

10 ultimate four lane section for that, but we no longer 

11 believe that that's necessary.  So we're showing a 

12 three lane section as proposed.  

13          And then one issue that's always been part 

14 of, or one result that's always been part of this 

15 alternative or this environmental assessment and the 

16 ones we did previously is a benefit to the area 

17 relative to traffic shifts.  With the introduction of 

18 Sunport Boulevard into the mix the roadways north of 

19 the project area, in other words Broadway north of 

20 Sunport and Second Street north of Woodward, 

21 experience significantly less traffic in the future.  

22 We're looking at about 40 percent or so less traffic 

23 on Broadway north of the project area with Sunport 

24 Boulevard in place versus no Sunport or no build.  

25          We see a benefit on Gibson as well with 
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1 about 21 percent of the traffic, a reduction of 21 

2 percent of the traffic in the future.  So what 

3 happens is Sunport then becomes a benefit in that it 

4 pulls traffic away from the area north where traffic 

5 would be currently using Gibson and use Sunport 

6 instead.  So that area is really adjacent to the 

7 residential areas in the community and the community 

8 will see a direct benefit from that.  

9          I'm going to turn this over to John Taschek 

10 now to discuss the environmental aspect.

11          MR. TASCHEK:  Good evening everybody, again.  

12 I'm John Taschek.  I'm with Ecosphere Environmental 

13 Services.  And our role was to prepare the 

14 environmental assessment to consolidate and update 

15 the past studies.  

16          And to add a little bit to what Elias 

17 Archuleta said about NEPA.  This is a process that is 

18 intended to provide information to help make 

19 appropriate decisions.  NEPA doesn't necessarily 

20 guarantee a project without impacts, but rather it 

21 provides information for better decisions.  

22          NEPA really focuses on key issues, although 

23 we conducted natural and cultural resource studies 

24 and other environmental studies as part of the EA.  

25 I'm just going to focus on the key issues.  
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1          So air quality has been an issue that's come 

2 up throughout the process many times.  People are 

3 concerned, in part, about many of the industrial end 

4 uses that have been given air permits in the South 

5 Valley and the impacts that may occur from those.  

6 Those really aren't part of this project.  

7          When we started the project the region the 

8 County was designated as a limited maintenance area 

9 for carbon monoxide under the Clear Air Act, under 

10 those requirements we did a modeling for carbon 

11 monoxide impacts as required with EPA models.  The 

12 results were reviewed by the Federal Highway 

13 Administration and the conclusion was that the 

14 project itself really has negligible impacts.  

15          In 2016 the County was designated as 

16 attainment for all pollutants covered under the Clean 

17 Air Act, including carbon monoxide.  But 

18 nevertheless, we redid the analysis, the 

19 microscale -- it's called hot-spot modeling with the 

20 revised traffic forecast.  And again, the impacts 

21 that we found were really negligible.  They were on 

22 the order, right adjacent to the intersections in 

23 question, of about .2 parts per million while the 

24 standard is 35 parts per million.  

25          The urban area has never been designated as 
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1 non-attainment for any of the other pollutants 

2 covered in the Clear Air Act and consequently there 

3 have never been transportation control measures or 

4 modeling required, so those really aren't impacts.  

5 And the same goes for mobile source toxic emissions.  

6          Most of these pollutants are addressed by 

7 emission controls on manufactured vehicles.  Those 

8 will be getting better and are projected to get 

9 better in the future and that's really the reason why 

10 Albuquerque's attainment and why there are no impacts 

11 related to transportation for this project.  

12          Noise is another area where we did analysis.  

13 We did measurements in the project area and we did 

14 modeling with future traffic volumes with the 

15 proposed roadway geometry and what we found is that 

16 there are four sites, four individual sites, in the 

17 project area along Woodward at the intersection of 

18 Broadway that exceed the standards in the future.  

19 And all but one of these exceeds the standard 

20 presently.  This is a noisy area.  It has rail noise.  

21 It has air noise.  It has a lot of auto traffic 

22 noise.  It's an industrial area.  Because the sites 

23 are isolated, individual residences, the driveway 

24 access onto the streets like Woodward and Broadway, 

25 there really is no way to create noise mitigation 
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1 through barriers.  So noise mitigation is not 

2 recommended.  Is not part of this project.  

3          Land use has also been an issue.  People are 

4 concerned that the project will induce growth in the 

5 area, that there will be dirty industry that moves 

6 in.  The way the project is situated, it is actually 

7 in the industrial corridor.  It lies between the San 

8 Jose -- the residential part of the San Jose 

9 Neighborhood and the residential part of the Mountain 

10 View Neighborhood.  Basically it is an industrial 

11 corridor.  

12          In the past, I think as the Commissioner 

13 mentioned, there has been planning.  Notably the 

14 Southwest Area Plan that encouraged transportation 

15 facility and economic development and growth in this 

16 area.  The area is also zoned for industrial 

17 development and it has existing development.  

18          The County, in an effort to mitigate any 

19 potential land use impacts, because the County has 

20 listened to concerns in the past, is proposing to 

21 create a design overlay zone for the area for the 

22 Mountain View/San Jose Neighborhoods that would be 

23 intended to promote better development, design 

24 guidelines and so on to control development in this 

25 area in the future.  So people will have an 
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1 opportunity to participate in developing that 

2 planning process which is, as I understand it, just 

3 starting out.  

4          And I guess this slide sort of speaks for 

5 itself.  Even in the no build situation, the status 

6 quo is an industrial situation.  The area is 

7 industrial as it presently exists.  

8          The socioeconomic impacts and the 

9 environmental justice are also very important topics.  

10 Both these neighborhoods, the San Jose and Mountain 

11 View area, have high percentages of low income and 

12 minority populations.  There has been several health 

13 impact studies that have shown that this area has a 

14 large number of industrial land uses that may produce 

15 contamination.  These HIAs indicate that there have 

16 been health impacts in the area.  Our environmental 

17 assessment, although it didn't verify that 

18 information, our environmental assessment attempted 

19 to look at whether this project would have 

20 disproportionate and adverse impacts on environmental 

21 justice populations in the area.  

22          We already talked about land use.  The 

23 project is in the industrial corridor.  It complies 

24 with the zoning.  There are no direct takes of 

25 businesses or residences.  It doesn't split the 
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1 community.  

2          I think Pete Hinckley talked a little bit 

3 about the traffic increases, that's been a concern, 

4 that there will be traffic, additional traffic, in 

5 the neighborhood.  The way the project will function 

6 is, it will draw traffic onto the interstate before 

7 it goes north toward the Gibson interchange and 

8 through the San Jose Neighborhood.  So there will 

9 actually be less traffic to the north of the project 

10 area, although Broadway and Second Street south of 

11 the project will see more traffic.  But this is 

12 largely an industrial area.  

13          We already talked about air quality and 

14 noise.  There would benefits in terms of improving 

15 the multimodal network, the biking trail facilities 

16 and also some economic impacts with a project that 

17 will cost somewhere more than $20 million.  

18          There will be significant jobs and wages and 

19 economic output in the economy.  The model that we 

20 used shows somewhere in the range of 126 to $210 

21 million in total output in terms of multiplier in the 

22 economy.  

23          Hazardous materials have been an issue right 

24 from the beginning.  When the Sunport interchange was 

25 constructed in 1997 it was not extended to the west 
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1 because of the South Valley Superfund Site and some 

2 of the other contaminated properties.  Since that 

3 time there has been significant improvement in terms 

4 of remediation and cleanup of these sites.  And so 

5 our project construction will not impact any of the 

6 clean-up efforts and will be coordinated with the 

7 agencies and property owners that are involved in 

8 remediation.  

9          Finally I want to say something about 

10 indirect and cumulative efforts.  Indirect effects 

11 for this project primarily involve induced growth.  

12 It's likely that the area will experience some 

13 growth.  I mean, in part because the hazardous 

14 materials issues have been cleaned up.  In part 

15 because of the access that would be provided by the 

16 project and also in part because of the existing 

17 zoning and the proximity to the airport and the 

18 interstate.  People expect this area to grow.  

19          I already mentioned the County is making 

20 efforts to control the growth through the design 

21 overlay zone and to basically make sure that concerns 

22 about varying industry and other impacts are not 

23 realized.  There will also be likely economic 

24 benefits in terms of jobs and wages and so forth that 

25 I already mentioned.
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1          Cumulative impacts include other activities 

2 in the region that have effects that cumulate with 

3 this project.  And these include transportation 

4 projects like the Rio Bravo interchange in which 

5 cumulatively should make the transportation system 

6 work better.  The east/west trails provided by this 

7 project will have a benefit with the north/south 

8 trails that are planned and already exist in the 

9 project area, will make the system more complete.  

10          There are several other development 

11 proposals.  The airport has a master plan.  There's 

12 Santolina, Mesa Del Sol.  It's likely that these 

13 projects will compete for development with 

14 development in this Sunport area and it's hard to 

15 know how the urban pattern will change, but those are 

16 other cumulative effects.  

17          Topics like air quality where no impacts 

18 were identified in the EA are not considered to have 

19 cumulative impacts.  Topics like noise, which do have 

20 some adverse impacts would have cumulative impacts 

21 with the project.  The same goes for the beneficial 

22 impacts of things like improving the multimodal 

23 system, there would be cumulative beneficial impacts.  

24          So with that, that pretty much concludes the 

25 summary of the findings, the key findings of the 
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1 environmental assessment.  Part of the NEPA process 

2 is public input.  We want to hear your concerns and 

3 issues and any information you have, that's why we're 

4 here tonight.  

5          And I think Elias is going to talk a little 

6 bit more about the next steps.  Thank you.  

7          MR. ARCHULETA:  Thank you, John.  So where 

8 we go from here is, we'll move into the public 

9 comment period of tonight's hearing and from there 

10 we'll collect all the public comments that we receive 

11 tonight as well as comments that we will continue to 

12 receive or you're able to submit to us through July 

13 31st.  So once the comment period ends we'll collect 

14 all those comments, we'll prepare our input synopsis 

15 and determine if there's additional mitigation that 

16 needs to occur, other than what's already been noted 

17 in the EA.  We'll finalize our environmental document 

18 and submit it to Federal Highways for their 

19 evaluation and determination.  

20          Once we receive the final determination, if 

21 we receive a finding of no significant impact we'll 

22 continue on through design.  If we do not receive a 

23 FONSI, then we will consider our options.  But if 

24 we're able to move on to design we'll continue on 

25 with it, with design right-of-way acquisition.  And 
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1 concurrent to that process our Bernalillo County 

2 Planning and Development Services Department will be 

3 beginning their Sunport design overlay.  We'll also 

4 be running concurrent with the County's Public Art 

5 Program process, which will run independently of 

6 design, but will be included in the corridor if we're 

7 able to move forward.  Once design is completed, if 

8 we continue on the schedule that we're anticipating, 

9 we expect to be in construction in early 2020.  

10          So from here I'm going to turn this back 

11 over to Bill who will begin our public comment 

12 portion of the hearing.  

13          MR. MOYE:  Thank you, Elias.  Before we 

14 start the public comments I'd like to go over this 

15 one slide with you.  Verbal comments and statements 

16 for tonight, they're for the record.  We also have 

17 via comment forms.  I don't know if you had comment 

18 forms in the back, but they were back in the back and 

19 if you picked one up and you want to send something 

20 in, then it's available to you either by mail or fax 

21 and the fax numbers and the address are on the list 

22 or if you are going to be able to hand write it 

23 tonight, they'll take it at the end of the meeting.  

24          Let's see, you can email your information 

25 also to the three emails that are up here.  And that 
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1 is in your packet so I'm not going to read all three 

2 emails.  And then the comments are all due by July 

3 21st, which is not too far from now.  Oh, the 31st, I 

4 sorry.  I misread that.  

5          If you want to review the environmental 

6 assessment document you can go to 

7 www.bernco.gov/sunport.  It's light reading.  

8          Anyway, from that we have the ground rules 

9 for this part of the program.  So all comments, 

10 statements will be formally recorded by the court 

11 reporter over here.  Please speak slowly and clearly.  

12 Identify your name and address for the record.  Speak 

13 into the microphone.  I'll have a microphone 

14 approximately where that camera is.  The time period 

15 for the comments is five minutes and no longer.  

16 Longer statements can be submitted in writing.  There 

17 will be a notification so that when you have 30 

18 seconds left, I think Brian over here will hold up a 

19 yellow sheet of paper, that's your signal you have 30 

20 seconds left, then he's going to hold up a red one 

21 when your time is up.  

22          So on that note, our first speaker is?  

23          MR. EICHWALD:  Nora Garcia.  Excuse me if I 

24 say your name wrong.  Some of these are kind of hard 

25 to read.  
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1          MS. GARCIA:  My name is Nora Garcia.  I live 

2 at 236 Sunnyslope Street, Southwest, Albuquerque, New 

3 Mexico 87105.  The Mountain View Neighborhood 

4 Association concludes that the Sunport Extension and 

5 Woodward Road Project was implemented for the sole 

6 purpose of increasing the number of industrial 

7 businesses in our northern border area allowing 

8 additional truck traffic congestion, hazardous 

9 pollution and more dangerous chemical industries to 

10 move in, further promotion of businesses such as hot 

11 mix and recycle asphalt plants from locating their 

12 businesses across from Mountain View Elementary 

13 School.  Concrete demolition companies whose dust you 

14 can see for miles.  And transloading facilities 

15 containing chemical hazards who are allowed to have 

16 train tankers to sit on the tracks endangering the 

17 community.  This situation can lead to possible 

18 releases of hazardous chemicals and even explosions 

19 due to truck and train or other types of serious 

20 industrial accidents.  You know for a fact that a 

21 safe distance for residences from potential chemical 

22 accidents, explosions and release of hazardous 

23 chemicals is at least five miles.  Yet, you are 

24 willing to risk our lives by expanding roadways to 

25 accommodate more continually polluting businesses.  
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1 The Sunport Woodward Project will mean an increase of 

2 large truck fumes from the traffic running on a 

3 24-hour schedule, will further pollute the air for 

4 local residents and subject them to even more 

5 respiratory diseases and chronic and fatal illnesses, 

6 such as asthma and cancer.  You talk about how design 

7 overlay standards are intended to have a positive 

8 influence on development patterns and enhance the 

9 character of the industrial area and adjacent 

10 communities.  However, what we see is the Sunport 

11 extension is not about enhancing the character of our 

12 communities, rather it is about assuring financial 

13 gains for the few in the county at the expense of the 

14 health and wellbeing of the many low income minority 

15 residents living in San Jose and the community of 

16 Mountain View.  Since the concerns of Mountain View 

17 and San Jose have not been thoroughly addressed by 

18 Bernalillo County, the Mountain View Neighborhood 

19 Association is asking for the Federal Highway 

20 Administration to give the Sunport extension a no 

21 build alternative or make the decision for an 

22 environmental impact study to be completed to 

23 thoroughly and truthfully examine all the negative 

24 impacts the Sunport extension will have on the 

25 communities of Mountain View and San Jose for many 
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1 decades.  Thank you.  

2          (Applause)

3          MR. MOYE:  The next speaker is Steven Anaya.  

4 I mean, Abeyta.  Steven Abeyta.

5          MR. ABEYTA:  Hello, everyone.  My name is 

6 Steven Abeyta.  I reside at 2419 Williams Street.  

7 I'm where the Sunport extension is going to be.  Past 

8 performance does not guarantee future results.  This 

9 is what we're always told before making an 

10 investment.  However, past performance is the best 

11 indicator to predict future results.  It is a true 

12 fact San Jose and Mountain View are listed as 

13 environmental justice neighborhoods.  It started way 

14 back in the 1900s with AT&SF all the way to GE.  We 

15 were poisoned by many companies.  GE used to dispose 

16 of hazardous materials by spraying it on the roads to 

17 prevent dust control.  This led to our history and 

18 legacy of the first superfund site in the State of 

19 New Mexico.  In addition, we have the Schwartzman 

20 landfill in our neighborhood.  We were also poisoned 

21 again by AT&SF and another superfund site was added 

22 to our neighborhood.  It is sad to report to all of 

23 you today the current state of affairs in the 

24 neighborhoods of San Jose and Mountain View.  We are 

25 saturated with many polluting industries and many 
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1 more that are planning to move or increase their 

2 pollution.  Many residents, some here in this room, 

3 have fought countless battles to prevent new 

4 polluting companies from locating in our 

5 neighborhoods.  I have personally worked with Juan 

6 Reynosa, John Block, Eric Janz, Nora Garcia, Lauro 

7 Silva, Kitty Richards, Loretta Naranjo, Richard 

8 Moore, Angela West, Marla Paynor, Mark Rudd, Deanna 

9 Baca, Olivia Greenhouse, my wife Esther, and many 

10 more great people that care about us.  We even 

11 requested the help from New Mexico Environmental Law 

12 Center, Southwest Organizing Project, Health Impact 

13 Partners out of California.  We even asked the help 

14 of our elected officials, Tim Keller, Andres Romero, 

15 Isaac Benton, Kiki Saavedra, to work towards a 

16 solution to mitigate the environmental impacts we're 

17 enduring in the neighborhoods of San Jose and 

18 Mountain View.  I know the environmental statement, 

19 it states that we have existing zoning and land use 

20 mechanisms to review and regulate development and 

21 overlay standards to protect us.  Oh, gee whiz.  Take 

22 a look around the room, in the audience, and look at 

23 all the people who have fought hard to prevent 

24 polluting companies from locating in our 

25 neighborhoods, and they'll say to you, "these 
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1 protections do not work."  We know where we live and 

2 the environmental conditions in our neighborhood.  So 

3 when we hear, only good industrial companies will 

4 locate in the area, our past performance and record, 

5 you'll realize more polluting companies are coming 

6 and we can't stop it.  Our history shows we have the 

7 State's first superfund site and a reclamation 

8 facility with injection and remediation and test 

9 wells.  This is our history.  You can't take away our 

10 history.  We also have a graveyard to the north of 

11 the extension.  I say these well sites are of 

12 historical significance and the County cannot take 

13 away our history from us, even if it's a bad history.  

14 I'm familiar with the traffic issues affecting all of 

15 us, especially those that live in Mountain View.  

16 Many of us in this room think we're going to get a 

17 faster way home.  We're not.  In the environmental 

18 assessment it says that traffic is going to increase 

19 north.  I mean, increase more south of Woodward 

20 Boulevard.  It's going to increase more on Broadway.  

21 More traffic on Broadway.  More traffic on Second.  

22 But guess what, the bureaucrats who are trying to 

23 dictate this project on us are going to have less 

24 traffic going downtown.  Me, I personally ride my 

25 bicycle to work everyday.  And the Sunport extension 
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1 says, we're going to make bike trails for the bikers 

2 to get to work safely.  I don't know if you've driven 

3 a bike next to a semi traveling at 45 miles an hour, 

4 it's not fun, it's not safe, and no one in their 

5 right mind is going to walk their baby carriage up 

6 the Sunport extension.  Even though our history tells 

7 us that there are many environmental issues in the 

8 area of the Sunport extension plan, they did no 

9 laboratory work.  Somebody just came out, drove 

10 around, did an assessment by -- a visual assessment, 

11 looked at some aerial photographs and looked at some 

12 web results.  We need an environmental impact 

13 statement to be performed.  We cannot allow this.  

14 And if you think it's going to help you, think again. 

15          (Bell ringing)

16          (Applause)

17          MR. MOYE:  Thank you, Steve.  Is Esther 

18 next?  Esther Abeyta. 

19          MS. ABEYTA:  My name is Esther Abeyta.  My 

20 address is 2419 Williams, Southeast.  I would like to 

21 thank the New Mexico Federal Highway Administration, 

22 Lisa Neie, Civil Rights program manager, for meeting 

23 with me in the spring of 2012, listening to the 

24 concerns I wrote to the Federal Highway External 

25 Civil Rights Office in 2012 on the Sunport extension 
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1 adverse impacts the Sunport extension will have on 

2 the families of San Jose, for investigating how 

3 Bernalillo County Public Works and URS failed to take 

4 responsibility in 2011 and 2012 to follow the NEPA 

5 process and for failing not to do a thing on Woodward 

6 and Second Street.  John Don Martinez and Greg 

7 Heitmann for forcing Bernalillo County Public Works 

8 and URS to address Woodward and Second Street.  I 

9 would like to state the purpose of the proposed 

10 Sunport extension project reasons for proposing and 

11 needs for the Sunport extension to build on the 

12 reason of transportation system connectivity, 

13 improved access and circulation, balance traffic 

14 volumes and congestion relief, multiple 

15 transportation and emergency vehicle access are 

16 enough reason to justify to change the 

17 characteristics and quality of life of the residents 

18 of San Jose for many decades.  This road project is 

19 only going to increase more truck traffic and the EA 

20 URS states heavy truck is more likely to use the 

21 proposed new interchange instead of local streets of 

22 Broadway Gibson.  More likely is not a guarantee that 

23 heavy trucks will use the proposed road extension for 

24 a community that every day and night is exposed to 

25 idling trains and noise from train activity.  Train 
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1 activity noise that exceeds the noise the city 

2 ordinance threshold decibels.  Particulate matter 

3 from two idling trains in the community of San Jose 

4 are compared to a freeway in Los Angeles.  Volatile 

5 organic compound smells of chlorobenzene and sulfurs 

6 San Jose are exposed from the polluting industries 

7 that surround the community of San Jose.  For 

8 community members of San Jose and Mountain View every 

9 day, every hour, life is precious.  Making the time 

10 to care for things that matter.  Volunteering their 

11 time and effort to protect the safety, health, 

12 wellbeing of their families, neighbors and 

13 environment in their community.  The analysis 

14 conducted in the EA indicates the implemation 

15 (verbatim) of the Sunport extension would not result 

16 in significant adverse impacts is not true.  In fact, 

17 the Sunport extension will significantly impact the 

18 community of San Jose and Mountain View by bringing 

19 more polluting industries to apply for air permits.  

20 There is a term called cumulative impacts, which 

21 means to us, that all of the pollution, noise and 

22 traffic from all sources added up together is too 

23 much for a community to bear.  We are the level right 

24 now and the Sunport extension would definitely push 

25 us past the livable thresholds.  There was an 
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1 environmental assessment that was done on the Sunport 

2 extension in which the person doing the assessment 

3 looking around the area, research historical records 

4 and did interviews and this is what is done in the 

5 standard situation.  However, the location of the 

6 Sunport extension is not located in a typical highway 

7 project location.  The extension is located in a 

8 superfund site within a landfill buffer zone that may 

9 be leaking underground storage tanks and unknown 

10 contaminations in the right-of-way.  A bit, an 

11 environmental assessment is sufficient for a typical 

12 site.  This site is not located in an area called for 

13 environmental.  This area is located for an area that 

14 an impact -- environmental impact statement, because 

15 it is located in a known polluting area and the risks 

16 are greater.  They can be potential and undiscovered 

17 issues that can only be addressed after the 

18 excavation starts.  We also need an environmental 

19 impact statement to be completed first because San 

20 Jose is an environmental justice neighborhood with 

21 two superfund sites.  More importantly, because the 

22 project will severe impact the families of San Jose 

23 and Mountain View by bringing in more polluting 

24 industry to the area.  The San Jose/Mountain View 

25 overlay has not been approved by the County and URS 
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1 has not included the overlay as a way to decrease the 

2 environmental impacts.  URS also says we have 

3 existing zoning and land use mechanisms to deal with 

4 unwanted polluting companies.  It is mentioned that 

5 the mechanisms rarely work.  If you read the EA it 

6 did not submit new forms at the time of the writing 

7 of the EA.  Interviews with the Schwartzman landfill 

8 were not received and also the EA is not a 

9 trustworthy conclusion and this is not a typical 

10 highway.  So we need an environmental impact study.  

11 In San Jose we have too many promises broken and we 

12 have lost trust in the bureaucracy downtown trying to 

13 impose on us.  We need (bell ringing) outside 

14 organization (bell ringing) to conduct scientific 

15 laboratory studies (bell ringing) on pollution and 

16 land population.  Look at the impacts new companies 

17 located in there will have.  The noise, cumulative 

18 impacts the Sunport extension will have on San Jose 

19 and Mountain View.  This project is not about Roger 

20 Paul building his legacy.  It is about the 

21 environmental legacy San Jose and Mountain View we 

22 are right now dealing with.  The money from the 

23 project to be diverted to Mountain View to add 

24 sidewalks, flood control and repave the streets.  And 

25 I have a community member here from San Jose that 
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1 mentioned that she would like to know who from San 

2 Jose/Mountain View who will be adversely impacted by 

3 this road project present here tonight, to please 

4 stand.

5          MR. MOYE:  Thank you, Esther.  

6          (Applause)

7          MR. MOYE:  Victor Larranaga.

8          MR. LARRANAGA:  My name is Victor Larranaga 

9 and I have a business at 3024 Broadway, Southeast, a 

10 small business.  We employ, you know, 10 to 15 

11 employees, and most of them are from the South 

12 Valley.  And I think this would be a good project to 

13 go with, you know.  I know that we are there every 

14 day, you know, and we see a lot of people just going 

15 up Woodward, you know, and throwing trash, you know.  

16 As a matter of fact, we stop almost on a daily basis, 

17 we stop somebody and says, there's not a dump up 

18 there, you know.  You can't go and dump over there, 

19 you know.  So we're doing a little bit to help the 

20 community and we think that this would be a great 

21 asset to the whole community there, you know.  I hope 

22 that we can go along with that and continue to help 

23 the South Valley and its people, you know, with more 

24 jobs and better industry and things like that.  Thank 

25 you very much.  
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1          (Applause)

2          MR. MOYE:  The next speaker is Roberto 

3 Roybal.  

4          MR. ROYBAL:  My name is Roberto Roybal.  I 

5 live at 2233 Don Felipe Road, Southwest.  I'm 

6 President of the Pajarito Village Association and 

7 Vice President of the South Valley Coalition of 

8 Neighborhood Associations.  I'm here today to talk in 

9 support of my friends and communities in the East San 

10 Jose and Mountain View communities and their 

11 neighborhood associations.  As stated, there's a 

12 whole lot of issues that we see going on with this 

13 project.  It's nice the assessment mentions 

14 environmental justice, but what it's going to do is, 

15 it's going to take us further away from environmental 

16 justice.  I also believe that this extension is just 

17 going to bring more businesses, more industry down 

18 here, more polluting industries and we've got too 

19 much of that here in East San Jose, in Mountain View 

20 and in the South Valley entirely.  That is against 

21 environmental justice.  It's affecting people of 

22 color more and more.  And we oppose it.  I'm also 

23 very concerned that this -- once they do this 

24 extension, that it's going to dump all this traffic 

25 down into Broadway and Woodward and Second Street.  
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1 And right now living in the South Valley -- I work 

2 downtown and I drive down Second Street every day to 

3 work and back home and it's just getting -- the 

4 traffic is getting worse and worse.  I don't think 

5 this road is going to alleviate that traffic.  I 

6 think it's going to increase more traffic, more 

7 trucks, more these industrial businesses.  It's going 

8 to increase the pollution, the smells of the petro 

9 chemical companies there.  It's atrocious sometimes 

10 just driving down the road.  And I oppose that.  I'm 

11 also concerned that this will just be one step to 

12 extending the road west across the river and meeting 

13 the west side.  And I've been very active in fighting 

14 the Santolina development on the west side and I 

15 think this will just be another excuse to help them 

16 build the road to build that development which 

17 impacts us in the South Valley.  And I oppose that.  

18 And I am here to stand with my brothers and sisters, 

19 San Jose and Mountain View, because they were with us 

20 opposing Santolina because that was going to 

21 negatively impact the South Valley.  And I also am 

22 curious why we know that Mayor Keller and the City of 

23 Albuquerque has pulled the city's support of the 

24 extension of the Sunport extension, so why is the 

25 County still trying to push this, just want to know 
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1 that question real simple.  Thank you very much. 

2          (Applause)

3          MR. EICHWALD:  Next is Juan Reynosa. 

4          MR. REYNOSA:  Good evening, everyone.  My 

5 name is Juan Reynosa with Southwest Organizing 

6 Project.  211 10th Street, Southwest, 87102.  First I 

7 want to start my comments off around the initial site 

8 assessment that was done by URS.  In particular, its 

9 limited hazardous material assessment.  The ISA, or 

10 the initial site assessment, was done in order to 

11 evaluate the environmental concerns associated with 

12 the project.  And I would say limited is the perfect 

13 word for this assessment.  As Steve mentioned 

14 earlier, that assessment was done by surveys with the 

15 companies in the area searching databases and doing 

16 drive-by surveys of polluted sites.  Yet, no actual 

17 testing of the soil or water was done in the project 

18 area.  In their own words, no exploratory soil or 

19 groundwater sampling or lab analysis of soil waters 

20 or otherwise were performed.  Thus, the initial site 

21 assessment acknowledges that, in their own words, 

22 currently unrecognized contamination may exist on the 

23 site and the levels of such contamination may vary 

24 across the site.  Yet, if you read the EA there are 

25 three contaminated sites that are noted within the 
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1 right-of-way of the project.  It's already been noted 

2 that the South Valley Superfund Site, which is right 

3 at Woodward, is still in the process of being cleaned 

4 up.  The Schwartzman landfill, as well Duke City 

5 Fueling.  I would say that it's already a ridiculous 

6 premise to want to build a highway extension through 

7 an ongoing site clean up.  I don't think anything 

8 should be built there until the full remediation of 

9 that project has been completed.  It's also noted 

10 that with Schwartzman landfill there are no 

11 designated boundaries for this.  They may still not 

12 know what is held in there yet.  Both of these sites, 

13 including Duke City Fueling, there are no hazardous 

14 tests actually done.  I just think this is a very 

15 poor way of providing information to the community 

16 around hazardous materials, especially since this has 

17 been one of the biggest area of concern that the 

18 community has continuously brought up and continues 

19 to bring up tonight.  It seems to be done in a way 

20 that purposely assumes there aren't any hazardous 

21 materials in the project area.  And within that we're 

22 told by URS that they did not find any indicators and 

23 they should not assume liability for information that 

24 proves otherwise.  Their interpretation should not be 

25 used as legal opinion, and it's used solely for the 
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1 use of Bernalillo County.  It seems to me that 

2 they're making sure to relieve themselves any of 

3 liability regarding their limited hazardous materials 

4 assessment, because there's a large likelihood that 

5 if actual soil testing was actually performed, there 

6 would be a slew of hazardous materials found.  Thus, 

7 this environmental assessment does not do its job 

8 assessing environmental concerns associated with the 

9 project if they're not providing real information on 

10 hazardous materials contained within the project 

11 area.  I would also ask the question of, what other 

12 Albuquerque road project plans to build through a 

13 superfund site and an old landfill?  I think that's a 

14 lot of extra baggage that this project is holding 

15 that raises a lot of red flags that the Federal 

16 Highway authority who would eventually approve this 

17 project should take note of.  I'm assuming there's a 

18 lot of extra liabilities involved with that.  And 

19 once they get to having to clean up these sites, the 

20 cost will increase dramatically.  Moving on in 

21 regards to the section on environmental justice.  I 

22 find it interesting that none, absolutely none of the 

23 11 potential impacts found on Table 46 were shown to 

24 have any potential impacts for the project.  I 

25 completely disagree with the assessment done earlier 



500 FOURTH STREET NW - SUITE 105, ALBUQUERQUE, NM  87102
PAUL BACA PROFESSIONAL COURT REPORTERS

Page 48

1 that there will be no impacts on this already 

2 overburdened community.  11,000 cars coming in right 

3 next to your neighborhood and you think there's going 

4 to be no air pollution or noise impacts on your 

5 community.  So think about what that would do to your 

6 neighborhood and think about the impacts there.  This 

7 report even acknowledges that the project may 

8 facilitate roads in the polluting industry and that's 

9 exactly what we've been saying and the community has 

10 been saying all along, that that's exactly what this 

11 road will bring.  Yet, they claim -- the County 

12 claims the design overlay standards will help 

13 mitigate this.  But as Esther and others mentioned 

14 before, that is not an actual document or a piece of 

15 policy yet.  It is a carrot hanging in front of 

16 people to make it seem like what we're saying isn't 

17 going to happen, won't happen.  But I will say that 

18 until that is actually a valid document, that's a lie 

19 and they shouldn't be saying that as a claim to 

20 ensure that what the community has been saying all 

21 along won't happen.  That's not good enough.  

22 Economic growth doesn't mean better public health, so 

23 you can't uphold that as better quality of life for a 

24 community.  So once again, Southwest Organizing 

25 Project stands with the community (bell ringing) 
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1 against this project and it should not be approved.  

2 Thank you.

3          (Applause)

4          MR. EICHWALD:  Next is Richard Moore.  

5          AUDIENCE:  Richard had to leave.  

6          MR. EICHWALD:  We'll go to the next person.  

7 Alfred Volden, please.

8          MR. VOLDEN:  Good afternoon.  My name is 

9 Alfred Volden.  I live at 3215 Second Street, 

10 Southwest 87105.  I'm a third generation resident of 

11 this area.  My family has lived continuously in this 

12 area for 115 years.  I am a proponent of this 

13 project.  I only see positive support that will occur 

14 in the area with this extension.  It will create job 

15 creation and it will bring clean industry.  As a land 

16 owner of land surrounding this we have implemented 

17 restrictive covenants that prohibit noxious uses for 

18 that.  This is an economic development area for the 

19 County that the entire Bernalillo County can be proud 

20 of, and for the future.  It has been blighted in the 

21 future and it's time for this area to shine.  So I am 

22 a supporter of this.  

23          (Applause)

24          MR. EICHWALD:  Next is Andres Romero, State 

25 Representative.
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1          REPRESENTATIVE ROMERO:  Good evening, 

2 everybody.  My name is Andres Romero.  I live at 4503 

3 Valley Park Drive.  So since I was elected to the 

4 legislature to serve, in part, the communities of 

5 Mountain View and San Jose, I always heard at the 

6 legislature that we're short on money for various 

7 reasons, and community projects in particular.  When 

8 I've gone out to your communities I've asked what 

9 projects do you prioritize for your area and for your 

10 communities so that we can make the best of the money 

11 that is available to us.  Not once did I hear this 

12 project being a priority for these communities.  So I 

13 also don't understand the benefit to the communities, 

14 that has not been made clear to me at all.  One of 

15 the stated benefits is congestion relief.  However, 

16 as has been mentioned, there's going to be increased 

17 truck traffic throughout the project, which can only 

18 indicate the use of this road by heavy industry.  We 

19 have a few projects, one that is ongoing, the I-25 

20 Rio Bravo interchange that is to relieve the 

21 congestion that us in the South Valley and in these 

22 communities feel.  The Federal Highway Administration 

23 and the New Mexico Department of Transportation have 

24 also done an I-25, south I-25 corridor study.  And a 

25 part of that study is restructuring and rebuilding 
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1 I-25 and Gibson.  That would also go a long way in 

2 reducing the congestion and traffic in our 

3 communities.  It's also a much more viable project to 

4 explore than this Woodward/Sunport extension.  So I 

5 don't know any of businesses, and again this has been 

6 stated, but I don't know of any businesses, other 

7 than heavy industry, that would want to locate near a 

8 site or sites that are being remediated, other than 

9 heavy industry.  So in this I stand with a lot of 

10 community members from Mountain View and San Jose on 

11 opposing this project and hope that we can get moving 

12 on some of the other priorities, like the south I-25 

13 corridor and make that more of a priority than this 

14 project.  

15          (Applause)

16          MR. EICHWALD:  Next is Maria Globus. 

17          MS. GLOBUS:  My name is Maria Globus.  I'm 

18 at 531 Shirk Lane, Southwest, Albuquerque 87105.  I'm 

19 nervous.  This is kind of intimidating.  But I really 

20 want to speak to you all, gentlemen, because -- and 

21 all the government people here in the audience, 

22 because I feel like Mountain View and San Jose are 

23 kind of like stepchildren, or maybe it's all the 

24 residential areas, I don't know.  I doubt it.  But it 

25 feels like you're really indifferent to what our felt 
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1 experience is here.  And I don't understand why 

2 you're bringing in Second Street to this whole thing.  

3 I can understand Broadway, if you must.  I mean, I 

4 guess the money is burning some hole in somebody's 

5 pocket.  But I don't understand the Second Street 

6 thing.  There's probably some kind of project in the 

7 future that we don't know about, but Second Street is 

8 our street.  You've taken all kinds of stuff from us.  

9 You pollute the air, you've zoned everything so all 

10 this heavy-duty commercial businesses can come in, 

11 tremendous pollution, and the danger to us in case of 

12 accident.  You don't need to do this.  You don't need 

13 to do this.  

14          (Applause)

15          MR. EICHWALD:  I think the next name is Paul 

16 M. Chavez.  

17          MR. CHAVEZ:  My name is Paul Chavez and I 

18 live in 2209 Elm Street, Southwest.  And I think this 

19 project should have been done 30 years ago and the 

20 reasons are because -- one of the reasons is noise.  

21 The off ramp on I-25 to Gibson has been a thorn in 

22 our side for 30 years from the trucks using their 

23 jake brakes early in the morning, late at night.  And 

24 not only that, we heard about the environmental -- or 

25 the hazardous point.  In the '80s there was a gas 
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1 truck that overturned right there on Broadway and 

2 Gibson going east.  It dumped the gas all the way 

3 down Broadway.  It went into the sewer next to East 

4 San Jose and the fire department, they evacuated the 

5 school.  The fire department poured water into that 

6 drain for 24 hours.  Another thing, a tar truck 

7 turned over in that same intersection.  Two gravel 

8 trucks turned over going west and south on Broadway 

9 in those years.  Now, it hasn't happened again, but 

10 it's real possible.  I count the trucks, because I 

11 live right on the corner, the northwest corner of the 

12 freeway and Gibson.  There's 20 to 30 gas trucks that 

13 come off that freeway and go back up every day.  

14 You're talking about the fumes and the environment 

15 for the school, for the kids.  The study that they've 

16 taken here that the traffic is going to increase in 

17 the next ten years quite a bit.  Is it all going to 

18 come down Gibson and down Broadway?  It can't.  We 

19 need this extension, no matter what everybody else 

20 says.  It's progress, people.  Get over it.  

21          (Applause)

22          MR. MOYE:  Daniel Chavez.

23          MR. CHAVEZ:  Hello.  My name is Daniel 

24 Chavez and I live on 924 Ross Avenue, Southeast.  So 

25 I ride my bike every day and I always find my commute 
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1 from south -- going south on Broadway and then from 

2 there going to CNM, every day.  And in the community 

3 people don't realize that when you're biking that 

4 it's just as much of a hazard as being in a car, 

5 because there's less safety to us.  And I think the 

6 project would be a benefit because they would build 

7 sidewalks.  I am one -- I, for one, am not for riding 

8 on the bike lanes on the road because I've been hit 

9 three times.  Once was by a cop.  And it really 

10 doesn't matter where you're at on the road, you have 

11 to watch yourself regardless.  So I think sidewalks 

12 are good definitely for all of us, especially for the 

13 children in that area, because there's no sidewalks 

14 there right now.  Even like just for transportation 

15 from the airport, to and from there, would help.  The 

16 congestion would go down and also emergency services 

17 would be able to access that neighborhood from a 

18 different position in the city versus where we stand 

19 now without that passover.  And not only that, it 

20 would propose growth for businesses, engineers and 

21 electrical people, construction people, they would 

22 all benefit from this.  But coming from that, I think 

23 an environmental impact report is definitely required 

24 because there's people that live here and we matter 

25 and we're not going to go away just because this is 
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1 built.  And if you're going to build this, have some 

2 respect for the neighbors and people that live here, 

3 because this is the air I breathe every day, this is 

4 the air I wake up to, this is the air I go to sleep 

5 in.  So I would like to have some respect as far as 

6 environmentalwise.  You know, the businesses that 

7 thrive in our neighborhood, I'm not too proud of them 

8 either.  I'm not too proud of what's been hidden from 

9 us and what is hidden still from us.  So definitely, 

10 care for the environment is required.  I think it's 

11 all okay when people come and build and make progress 

12 on our land and pollute our air, but I know that if 

13 we were to go to their side of town they would fight 

14 it because they see a side that we don't until 

15 they're threatened and they have to fight for it.  So 

16 I'm for it, but at the same time I think there's 

17 respect due to the community.  Thank you.  

18          (Applause)

19          MR. MOYE:  The next speaker is Lauro Silva.  

20 Lauro Silva, going once, going twice.  

21          AUDIENCE:  Might have stepped outside.  

22          MR. MOYE:  Rachel Riboni. 

23          MS. RIBONI:  Hi, my name is Rachel Riboni.  

24 I am a resident of Mountain View.  I am also on the 

25 board and have worked with HIAs matters in the past.  
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1 I don't think that this has been -- should be 

2 approved as it is.  I agree that progress -- that we 

3 need to move forward with progress, but we also have 

4 to go and look at what has been done and what has not 

5 been addressed, which is air quality and the traffic, 

6 the safety and poor planning on Second Street.  You 

7 showed a picture, a slide, of Second and Woodward and 

8 what that six-foot fence contains inside it is debris 

9 and a lot of fugitive dust and that goes towards the 

10 river and contaminates the water, plus all the 

11 neighbors.  And, yes, we do have problems with air 

12 quality and it is not addressed.  The EPA does not 

13 cover all of this.  I live down the road on Williams.  

14 We have a problem with all the trucks already coming 

15 down from there and fugitive dust from all the 

16 businesses and a lot of contamination on the ground, 

17 and the air, and the noise.  And this is what we have 

18 to look forward to with this.  The clean -- the site 

19 that they did clean up, that's great.  It's a great 

20 thing that that happened, but we don't want to 

21 contaminate it again.  We want something nice.  I 

22 think that Second Street was a disaster as far as the 

23 planning across, because that's a beautiful area for 

24 the bosque, but it was all -- we have port-a-pots 

25 there now and we have all this debris and build up 
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1 from all the -- we have what we have right behind my 

2 house, which is on Williams and Rio Abajo down the 

3 road south from here.  And it's going to be the same 

4 thing.  Air quality, no one addresses it.  No one 

5 does anything, EPA.  As far as the State goes and 

6 monies, the school, we have Mountain View here.  We 

7 have children that we have to consider their health.  

8 We have a lot of cancer.  We do have a lot of 

9 problems with breathing.  I'm kind of shooting from 

10 the hip here.  But this has been going on for years, 

11 over 15 years.  We got the Railrunner.  We got the 

12 airplanes.  We got the train.  We got the traffic, 

13 all the diesels, and yet we have one of the best EVAC 

14 systems for sewage and no one has been forced to 

15 connect to it.  And I don't know what they're doing 

16 with all the gray water.  But we need to address 

17 sidewalks, yes.  Bike lanes, of course.  But we also 

18 need to have -- take into consideration the air 

19 quality that these kids are going to be -- we have 

20 lead in the soil.  We have other issues.  We have too 

21 many issues to bring more oil and different things, 

22 because they just change the standards instead of 

23 addressing it.  And yes, we did have several spills.  

24 We had a spill from the place up on Broadway and yet 

25 no codes are enforced.  And we have over a hundred 
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1 places here with at least 75 citations on my -- this 

2 little area here, so how do we expect to enforce 

3 everything on Woodward, and the studies and the air 

4 quality and so forth and so on.  We have too many 

5 contaminates already.  I don't agree with it -- with 

6 this until it's further studied or some of the sites 

7 and codes are enforced.  Thank you.  

8          (Applause)

9          MR. MOYE:  Marisol Archuleta.  

10          MS. ARCHULETA:  My name is Marisol 

11 Archuleta.  I live at 3615 Big Cottonwood Drive, 

12 Southwest 87105.  I live in the area that is just 

13 behind Second Street and Rio Bravo, an area that 

14 wasn't really included in this environmental 

15 assessment, though I definitely know that we will be 

16 experiencing the impacts of this road that we do not 

17 want.  We live in an area where during rush hour 

18 traffic Second Street gets backed up a lot going 

19 south and people like to cut off onto the side, onto 

20 the dirt, where there is no sidewalk and then they 

21 cut through my neighborhood and they drive very fast 

22 so that they can get onto Rio Bravo and skip out 

23 through all the traffic.  Now this environmental 

24 assessment says that the traffic now is going to 

25 increase even more going south on Second Street.  In 
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1 the morning times there are bus stops at the entrance 

2 of my neighborhood and at the exit of my neighborhood 

3 and I have seen children almost get run over three 

4 times from people going -- rushing through my 

5 neighborhood to try to cut through.  And I see this 

6 road as only impacting this and making my community 

7 more unsafe.  I know I heard over and over that 

8 things are zoned this way, environmental justice 

9 won't be impacted.  I also see in these slides, it 

10 feels like the writing is kind of on the wall.  So in 

11 the next steps you're saying you're going to collect 

12 all of our public comments, go through this process 

13 of reading them and then you're going to begin 

14 construction, so I feel like the decision's already 

15 been made here.  I know that I personally have spent 

16 hundreds of hours researching, giving public comment, 

17 begging my elected officials to represent me.  Andres 

18 Romero is one of the only ones who's come to speak on 

19 behalf of the community.  And if you can recall in 

20 his comments what he has said is that from speaking 

21 to community members, there are a lot of problems in 

22 our community, but this is not one of the things that 

23 we want our resources spent on.  And I really hope 

24 that our elected officials can hear that from us.  

25 And I really wish that people who are hired to do 
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1 these environmental assessments would actually speak 

2 to the people who live in the areas, take a little 

3 bit of time to dig a little bit deeper, not just use 

4 data, not just do drive-bys, but actually take -- do 

5 some actual testing to verify all of these things.  

6 We deal with a significant amount of health problems.  

7 Our children's schools are located right across the 

8 street from industry.  We are constantly battling 

9 things against our own elected officials that are 

10 supposed to be protecting us.  I sat here and 

11 watched -- you know, I watch our elected officials 

12 scroll on their phones as we give public comment.  I 

13 know that we had to fight to have interpreters 

14 available for meetings so that our community members 

15 could be here.  There's a reason that they call this 

16 neighborhood an environmental justice neighborhood.  

17 And to hear the contractor say that none of this will 

18 impact us, is infuriating.  And it doesn't make me 

19 have any -- give him any credibility.  And I don't 

20 know how much of my tax money was spent to pay him, 

21 but I feel very uneasy allowing that type of report 

22 to represent what's really happening in my community.  

23 Thank you.  

24          (Applause)

25          MR. MOYE:  Thank you.  John Hunter.
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1          MR. HUNTER:  Good evening.  My name is John 

2 Hunter.  I live at 221 Rossmoor, Southwest 87105.  

3 Right in the area where this lady just got through 

4 speaking.  We are impacted with a lot traffic from 

5 Second Street.  In the afternoon traffic is backed up 

6 sometimes clear to Woodward across the tracks on 

7 Second Street.  My biggest concern though is, why 

8 would you build a road for the west side which only 

9 goes one block?  One block.  Then it goes south to 

10 Rio Bravo and to Rossmoor, which is going to make 

11 Rossmoor a thoroughfare.  It's heavy traffic now.  

12 And the kids playing out there, if they lose control 

13 of their scooter or their bicycle, they'll get run 

14 over by speeders.  These people come across that 

15 ditch on Rossmoor about 60 miles an hour, some of 

16 them do.  These things, it's going to impact Rossmoor 

17 and that Rossmoor addition tremendously unless they 

18 build a flyover over a Giant.  So without a bridge 

19 this is a useless project.  

20          (Applause)

21          MR. MOYE:  Mark Rudd.

22          MR. RUDD:  Thank you.  My name is Mark Rudd.  

23 I live at 506 Valley High, Southwest.  I'm a retired 

24 teacher at CNM-TVI.  The other day I found myself on 

25 I-25 coming south from Paseo Del Norte.  It was rush 
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1 hour, five o'clock.  I thought, well, this is going 

2 to be a piece of cake, because they just built four 

3 new lanes.  They just finished a complete remodel.  

4 Four lanes coming south with new access ramps.  The 

5 traffic was just as bad last week as it was before 

6 the remodel.  It's almost a law of urban planning 

7 that the more roads you build, the worst the traffic 

8 becomes.  Look at L.A., look at Phoenix, Denver.  We 

9 don't want to become like them, right?  Plus one 

10 other thing, even bigger than that, every single 

11 person in this room knows that global warming is a 

12 terrible problem.  It's a crisis.  The west is 

13 burning right now.  We have to stop doing what we're 

14 doing, which means burning fossil fuel.  In all good 

15 conscience, the only moral thing to do here is to 

16 stop road improvements and build mass transit, 

17 especially for an airport.  It's ridiculous to keep 

18 exacerbating the crisis of global warming.  It's a 

19 moral problem.  Even the Pope says it.  Really, I 

20 mean, your jobs will be just as good.  You'll have 

21 just as good jobs in a renewable energy economy with 

22 mass transit.  No more road improvements.  Stop 

23 global warming.  Got to do it.  

24          (Applause)

25          MR. MOYE:  We have a trio here.  Angela, 



500 FOURTH STREET NW - SUITE 105, ALBUQUERQUE, NM  87102
PAUL BACA PROFESSIONAL COURT REPORTERS

Page 63

1 Loretta and Bianca.  Maybe it's not a trio.

2          MS. VIGIL:  I'm Angela Vigil and I'm 

3 representing Martineztown Santa Barbara and Victory 

4 Hills Neighborhood.  And I am here to support the 

5 residents of South San Jose.  I know Esther.  We've 

6 worked with Esther for many years.  And she's told me 

7 about her health problems throughout the years, and 

8 it breaks my heart.  She's my friend and I watch her 

9 suffer.

10          MS. NARANJO-LOPEZ:  My name is Loretta 

11 Naranjo-Lopez and I'm the President of Santa Barbara 

12 Martineztown Neighborhood Association.  And I am here 

13 to support the community of San Jose and Mountain 

14 View.  I agree with the previous speaker, if we keep 

15 building roads we'll keep getting more traffic.  

16 That's common sense.  So we need to stop building 

17 them and really start planning in our communities and 

18 looking at the impacts that are already existing for 

19 these communities with the polluting industry.  Thank 

20 you.  

21          (Applause)

22          MR. MOYE:  Art De La Cruz.

23          MR. DE LA CRUZ:  Good evening, everyone.  

24 It's my pleasure to be here.  I reside at 1800 Elena 

25 Circle, Southwest.  I have lived there my entire 
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1 life.  I currently reside at the same location, 

2 actually next door.  My wife and I built a house with 

3 my two adult children, and my wife.  I'm 62 -- I'm 

4 going to be 62 years old this December.  I've never 

5 lived anywhere else, except in the South Valley.  And 

6 I wholeheartedly support this project.  I supported 

7 it from the first day that I got on the County 

8 Commission.  And the reason that I supported it is 

9 really, I think something that's being left out.  

10 Environmental justice is absolutely important and I 

11 am glad to share that and others have shared this 

12 evening that much has been done to mitigate the 

13 pollution that occurred historically.  What's being 

14 left out of this equation and one of the reasons that 

15 I ran for the County Commission was because of 

16 economic justice.  Economic justice.  Growing up as a 

17 little boy in the South Valley in the 1960s, I saw a 

18 time where Isleta Boulevard was an active, vibrant 

19 commercial, living community.  Space.  When the malls 

20 came in, the same thing that hurt downtown, hurt the 

21 South Valley.  We had a place where you could buy a 

22 suit once upon a time.  We had a place where you 

23 could buy a pair of shoes or a book, we had that.  It 

24 went away.  And in the time that I was growing up, 

25 and one of the things that I ran as a platform on, 
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1 was that we would bring places for people to shop, 

2 where people could eat, where they would have good 

3 spaces where they could walk, and we worked 

4 tirelessly to make that happen.  And somebody talked 

5 about earlier, somebody said, pass performance 

6 indicates future performance.  You're absolute right.  

7 And if you look back in the short history of about 

8 eight years, what do you have now?  You don't have 

9 any new polluters in the community.  Anything that is 

10 polluting that you consider a polluter was here.  

11 Some of those polluters were here before you were 

12 here.  But we do have U.S. Foods.  We do have Admiral 

13 Beverage.  I helped negotiate Wagner, which has 

14 broken ground now on the corner of Interstate 25 and 

15 Rio Bravo.  What has that meant?  What has Las 

16 Estancias meant on Rio Bravo and Coors?  It has meant 

17 shopping opportunities so you don't have to drive as 

18 far.  So you don't have to drive that car and pollute 

19 the environment so much, that's what it's meant.  Now 

20 let me share with you something that I asked my 

21 friends, my neighbors, that do not support this 

22 project.  Let me have you please consider this.  I'm 

23 going to be a little cynical now, because I've heard 

24 cynicism for a long time.  I know that probably what 

25 I say with fall on deaf ears, but it doesn't matter.  
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1 I have a responsibility to say it anyway.  What I 

2 will share with you is that you need to be careful of 

3 what are called unintended consequences.  Even if you 

4 have the ability to shut that project down, if you 

5 ignore the fact that the scientists and engineers 

6 have said it's not going to be a negative impact, I 

7 will tell you about unintended consequences.  Right 

8 now those properties, a vast majority of them, 

9 there's about a thousand acres that are undeveloped.  

10 If you look at those properties they are already 

11 zoned industrial.  That is an entitled.  That is 

12 something that they have.  And if you don't allow 

13 that project to move forward, what will happen is 

14 that you're going to get, at some point in time, it 

15 will happen, you will have new companies that come in 

16 there.  You will have new industries that come in 

17 there.  And they're very likely to be exactly the 

18 ones that you do not want to be there, because that 

19 is an entitlement.  They have a right to be there.  

20 They will be there.  But if you open up that corridor 

21 and if you look at the County's planning and if you 

22 consider what the County Development and Planning 

23 Department in the past has done, they are after good, 

24 clean industrial development.  That is what they're 

25 after.  That is what they want.  That is what we need 
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1 for jobs.  That is exactly what we need.  So I will 

2 tell you that opening up that corridor will open up 

3 opportunity for good, clean, smart, not only retail 

4 opportunities, but also for good, clean industrial.  

5 Or consider what you may have the other way by trying 

6 to shut it down.  Thank you.  

7          (Applause)

8          MR. MOYE:  It appears that everybody that 

9 signed up has been able to speak.  I want to draw this 

10 meeting to a close and tell you thank you.  Thank you 

11 for being here.  Thank you for your comments.  I think 

12 a lot of people had a lot of good things to say and I 

13 believe our panel will review those and do what's 

14 right.  Thank you.  

15          (Record closed at 8:25 p.m.)

16
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New Mexico Interfaith Power and Light 
PO Box 27162, Albuquerque, New Mexico  87125 www.nm-ipl.org**info@nm-ipl.org**505-266-6966 

 

July 24, 2018 

Re: Sunport Extension into San Jose neighborhood 

Dear Mr. Hinkley and County Leaders, 

I write to express opposition to the Sunport Extension into the San Jose neighborhood. The 

community does not support this project. They have sent in public comments on at least three 

environmental assessments. 

Continuing to pursue this project in a neighborhood which has so many environmentally 

polluting businesses and industries posses environmental justice and ethical concerns. The air 

quality in San Jose is already compromised, as is the health of those who live there.  

In addition, I am confused that this project is being brought forth since Mayor Tim Keller in May 

of this year publicly stated that the City of Albuquerque was withdrawing its support for the 

Sunport Blvd. Extension Project. Why is the County pursuing this project at the cost of 

taxpayers? 

I request that the County close the pursuit of this project on the grounds of environmental 

justice and cost to taxpayers, when the city of Albuquerque has already stopped this project 

from consideration. 

Thank you for your time and serious consideration. 

In peace and good, 

Sister Joan Brown, osf 

Executive Director, NM Interfaith Power and Light 

http://www.nm-ipl.org**info@nm-ipl.org**505-266-6966
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Hinckley, Peter

From: Nora Garcia <ngarcia49@yahoo.com>

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 8:04 PM

To: Hinckley, Peter

Subject: RE:  Sunport Extension / Woodward Blvd. Project

Attachments: SUNPORT PROJECT.docx

Public Hearing Comments. 
 
 
Thank you, 
 
Nora Garcia:  President MVNA 
236 Sunnyslope St. SW 
Albuquerque, NM  87105 
Phone:  (505) 414-1621 
E-mail:  ngarcia49@yahoo.com 



SUNPORT EXTENSION / WOODWARD RD. PUBLIC HEARING 

JULY 19, 2018 

 

The Mountain View Neighborhood Association concludes that the Sunport 

Extension & Woodward Road Project was implemented for the sol purpose of 

enhancing the industrial use of businesses in our northern border area, allowing 

truck traffic congestion to further promote businesses such as transloading 

facilities containing chemical hazards and allowing train tankers to sit on the 

tracks with possible faulty release values which could ignite and explode. 

This is the way we view your Design Overlay Standards intended for positive 

influence development patterns and enhancing the character of the area.  Yes, 

for your own financial gain and at the risk of several low-income and minority 

residents living in San Jose and the Mountain View Area. 

You know for a fact that a safe distance for these explosions is a distance of five 

miles minimal.  Yet you are still trying to sustain roadways for accommodating 

these continual polluting businesses while the fumes from these trucks running 

on a 24 hour schedule are polluting the air quality of the residents and 

subjecting them to respiratory diseases, and illnesses such as, asthma, cancer, 

etc. 

 

Nora Garcia:  President                                                                                               

Mountain View Neighborhood Association                                                                               

P.O. Box 19081                                                                                                          

Albuquerque, NM  87119-9081 

E-mail:  ngarcia49@yahoo.com 

  

















From:                                             Hinckley, Peter
Sent:                                               Tuesday, July 24, 2018 3:14 PM
To:                                                  Johnson, Alexandria
Cc:                                                   John Taschek
Subject:                                         FW: Sunport Woodward Comment
 
For filing
 
Peter C. Hinckley, PE
Principal Engineer, Transportation, Rocky Mountain Area D 505-855-7409  C 505-948-4090
Peter.hinckley@aecom.com
 
AECOM Technology
Rocky Mountain Area
6501 Americas Parkway NE, Suite 900, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87110 www.aecom.com
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Enrico Gradi [mailto:egradi@bernco.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 3:08 PM
To: Hinckley, Peter; Free Radicals
Cc: Rodrigo L. Eichwald; Johnson, Alexandria; John Taschek; Edward Lopez
Subject: RE: Sunport Woodward Comment
 
Good afternoon Mrs. Morningstar,
 
Thank you for reaching out to us. We will keep your contact information so that you can be made
aware of the plans progress. The intent of the overlay is to provide a set of design standards that
incorporates some fundamental design standards regarding, landscaping, building materials, loading
and unloading orientation etc. This are elements to encourage a quality commercial and industrial
employment area.
 
Please let us know if you would like to meet with our staff as this process moves forward.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Enrico Gradi
 
Enrico Gradi
Director
Planning and Development Services Department
111 Union Square SE, 3rd Floor, Albuquerque, NM 87102
Email: egradi@bernco.gov
O: (505) 314-0385 C: (505) 280-6735
www.bernco.gov
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Hinckley, Peter <peter.hinckley@aecom.com>

mailto:Peter.hinckley@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:egradi@bernco.gov
mailto:egradi@bernco.gov
http://www.bernco.gov/
mailto:peter.hinckley@aecom.com


Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 2:30 PM
To: Free Radicals <nan@freeradicalshq.com>
Cc: Enrico Gradi <egradi@bernco.gov>; Rodrigo L. Eichwald <rleichwald@bernco.gov>; Johnson,
Alexandria <alexandria.johnson@aecom.com>; John Taschek <jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com>;
Edward Lopez <elopez@bernco.gov>
Subject: RE: Sunport Woodward Comment
 
Ms. Morningstar:
 
Thank you for your comments and attendance at the Sunport / Woodward Public Hearing.  The Design
Overlay District is being developed by Bernalillo County's Planning Department, with the Overlay
District project being managed by Elvira Lopez; Enrico Gradi is the Department Director and past
manager of the District project.  I recommend that you communicate directly with Elvira or Enrico
regarding the public involvement process and development of the Overlay District.
 
Peter C. Hinckley, PE
Principal Engineer, Transportation, Rocky Mountain Area D 505-855-7409  C 505-948-4090
Peter.hinckley@aecom.com
 
AECOM Technology
Rocky Mountain Area
6501 Americas Parkway NE, Suite 900, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87110 www.aecom.com
 
 
-----Original Message-----
From: Free Radicals [mailto:nan@freeradicalshq.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2018 2:15 PM
To: Hinckley, Peter
Subject: Sunport Woodward Comment
 
Good afternoon Mr Hinckley,
 
My name is Nan Morningstar and I am a resident of South Broadway neighborhood. I attended the
Public Hearing on July 19th.
 
I am curious about the Overlay Standards for the project. It was mentioned that they are yet to be
written. Are they to be a simple zoning overlay or will there be incentives as well? What types of
businesses are being kept away and what sort are being courted? I'd like to be kept in the loop on the
overlay process.
 
Thanks for your time,
 
Nan Morningstar
 
2022 Edith Blvd SE
 
--
Nan and John Morningstar, Owners
Free Radicals
300 Yale Blvd SE

mailto:nan@freeradicalshq.com
mailto:egradi@bernco.gov
mailto:rleichwald@bernco.gov
mailto:alexandria.johnson@aecom.com
mailto:jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com
mailto:elopez@bernco.gov
mailto:Peter.hinckley@aecom.com
http://www.aecom.com/
mailto:nan@freeradicalshq.com


Albuquerque, NM 87106
505-254-3764
www.FreeRadicalsHQ.com
 

http://www.freeradicalshq.com/
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Johnson, Alexandria

From: Hinckley, Peter
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 11:16 AM
To: Johnson, Alexandria
Cc: Rodrigo Eichwald Rodrigo L Eichwald (rleichwald@bernco.gov)
Subject: FW: Sunport Extension/Woodward Road Improvements

Alex
Please file

Peter C. Hinckley, PE
Principal Engineer, Transportation, Rocky Mountain Area
D 505-855-7409  C 505-948-4090
Peter.hinckley@aecom.com

AECOM Technology
Rocky Mountain Area
6501 Americas Parkway NE, Suite 900, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87110
www.aecom.com

From: rrnabq [mailto:robert.nelson.abq@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 10:59 AM
To: Hinckley, Peter
Cc: jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com
Subject: Sunport Extension/Woodward Road Improvements

Dear Mr. Hinckley,

My name is Robert Nelson and I am a resident of Wells Park and I am writing to submit comment for the
Sunport Blvd Extension/Woodward Road Improvements.  I do not support the project and I’ve described below
the many points as to why I do not support it.  Thank you for your time and service.

Robert Nelson

RE: Sunport Blvd Extension/ Woodward Road Improvements

April 2018 Environmental Assessment
Control Numbers: A300160 and A300161

Comments:

The April 2018 Environmental Assessment (EA) prepared by AECOM (URS) and Ecosphere Environmental
Service on behalf of Bernalillo County Public Works states:

This report is intended for the sole use of Bernalillo County. Services performed during this investigation may
not be appropriate for other users, and any use or re-use of this document or of the findings, conclusions,
or recommendations presented herein is at the sole risk of said user.

URS states on: LIMITATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS
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This study was not intended to be a definitive investigation of any potential contamination, which may exist at
the subject property. Given that the scope of services for this investigation was limited, and given that no
exploratory soil borings, soil or groundwater sampling, or laboratory analyses of soils, water, air or other media
were performed, currently unrecognized contamination may exist on the site, and the level of such
potential contamination may vary across the site.

URS does not assume any liability for information that has been misrepresented to us or for items not visible,
accessible, or present on the subject property during the time of the site reconnaissance. Unless
otherwise specified the tasks included no collection and analysis of samples.

URS cannot warrant or guarantee that not finding indicators of hazardous materials means that hazardous
materials do not exist on the subject site. There is no investigation thorough enough to preclude the presence
of materials on the subject site, which presently, or in the future, may be considered hazardous. Because
regulatory evaluation criteria are constantly changing, concentrations of contaminants present and considered to
be acceptable may, in the future, become subject to different regulatory standards and require remediation.
Opinions and judgments expressed herein are based on URS’ understanding and interpretation of current
regulatory standards and should not be construed as legal opinions.

Writing Point Suggestions: URS (AECOM) and Bernalillo County Public Works Department stating they do
not take any liability and responsibility for what is written in the Environmental Assessment. The EA was not
intended to investigate any potential contamination on the road projects. There was no sampling of soil borings,
soil or ground water sampling, or laboratory analyses of soils, water, air or other media were performed.
Admittedly they only did a visual inspection and web database searches. There is the potential that
unrecognized contamination may exist and may vary across the sites located in the road projects Sunport
Extension /Woodward Road. These sites include South Valley Superfund Site and the Schwartzman Landfill.

It is an insult to the people and the environment of San Jose and Mountain View, who have suffered from the
nuclear bomb industry, oil and gas industries, metal processing for recycling, unlined waste dumping,
chemical industries, and many others that have left a legacy of toxic pollution on the land, air and groundwater--
all because an entirely Hispanic community of poor working people cannot afford legal fees to make companies
clean up their environmental wastes. For the Federal Highway Administration to assure that environmental
justice is properly and adequately considered in the Sunport Extension road projects the FHWA should require
URS (AECOM) and Bernalillo County Public Work to do a full-scale Environmental Impact Study or give the
Sunport Extension a “No Build Alternative”.

Traffic: The EA states the purpose and need for the Sunport Extension is to balance traffic Volumes and
Congestion Relief. Better balance traffic volumes on the roadway network by providing another connection
from the existing arterial system (Broadway Boulevard and Second Street) to I-25.
Writing Point Suggestions:
            • The Sunport Extension is not being designed for the stated purpose and need to balance traffic
volumes, improve circulation, and congestion relief. It is designed to only increase traffic on Broadway Blvd
(south), Woodward Road and Second Street south to Rio Bravo. Decrease traffic to the Downtown Albuquerque
central business district.
            • Over ten thousand vehicles traveling every day on Woodward Road (south side of the community of
San Jose). Will create adverse direct effects, such as noise and vehicle emissions for the families living in San
Jose. Traffic noise that will disrupt a child ability to sleep and concentrate, which may affect a child’s
acquisition of speech, language, and language-related skills, such as reading and listening interfere with speech
and language. On adults and elderly, the traffic noise may cause hypertension, heart disease, and sleep
disturbance.
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            • The increase of chemical pollution from vehicle emissions along with the idling trains and chemical
smells that come from the polluting industries in San Jose will exacerbate the breathing in of air pollutants and
put children and families of San Jose at a higher risk for asthma and other respiratory diseases.
            • The additional ten thousand or more vehicles traveling from the Sunport Extension east and west on
Woodward Road, will make it impossible for the families to merge from William Street on to Woodward Road;
which is one of the three only entrances and exits the community of San Jose neighborhood has. An exit and
entrance (William Street and Woodward Road) the community of San Jose has had accessed for over seventy-
five years.
            • The additional auto emissions from over ten thousand vehicles along with idling trains in the
community of San Jose will increase the community’s cumulative impacts of air toxics such as benzene,
PM10 and PM 2.5.
            • The multi-modal bike and pedestrian lanes are dangerous. Who will ride a bicycle or take a baby
carriage up the Sunport Extension next to big semi-trucks traveling at 45 miles per hour and other traffic
speeding to pass a semi-truck at 60 miles per hour. The Sunport Extension is unsafe for multi-modal use.
            • The Sunport Extension bike lanes (one in each direction) will be extremely dangerous to bicyclists
riding a bicycle along the side of a semi truck traveling at speeds of 45 MPH.
            • Drivers traveling west on Woodward Road will become frustrated when the trains are completing a
track switching operation; impatient and frustrated drivers trying to avoid lengthy delays from the freight
train switching operations will speed through the neighborhood of San Jose trying to find an exit to get back
onto Broadway Blvd. Putting the children and families living on William St, Bethel Ave and San Jose Ave in
harms way.
            • Big semi-trucks and tanker trucks are going to have difficulty making their way up a grade 7 hill
(Sunport Extension), then queue up and turn onto the northbound I-25 ramp. When the exiting airport traffic is
fast and unyielding, especially for a big semi-truck.

The Environmental Assessment states traffic vehicles will increase on 2nd street and Rio Bravo.
Writing Point Suggestions: Bernalillo County has not addressed what they are going to put in place to protect
and keep the children and families on Quetzal Drive and Poco Loco Drive safe from adverse direct effects of
vehicles speeding through their neighborhood. When traffic on 2nd Street is backed up waiting to turn right on
Rio Bravo. Frustrated drivers will drive on the dirt shoulder of 2nd St then turn right onto Rossmoor Dr and
Cameo Dr cutting through the neighborhood as fast as they can to get to Rio Bravo, then other frustrated drivers
will follow repeating the same pattern. This is already happening today.

The EA states the purpose and need for the Sunport Extension is Improved Access and Circulation. Improve
access to economic centers and related commercial and industrial development through a more direct roadway
link from Albuquerque International Sunport (Sunport) and I-25 to Broadway Boulevard and Second Street.
Writing Point Suggestions: In 2017, the community members of San Jose and Mountain View had to request
and attend 6 Public Information Hearings on polluting industries for numerous hot mix and recycle asphalts
plants, a Concrete Crushing Demolition Companyand a Chemical Terminal Company applying for air quality
permits. All six air permits where approved. On August 30, 2018 community members of Mountain View and
San Jose will be attending a second Public Information Hearing for 2018 regarding another polluting
industry applying for an Air Quality Construction Permit (New Mexico Terminal Services) to build another hot
mix asphalt facility in the community of Mountain View. With all the new hot mix asphalt facilities and
existing hot mix and recycling asphalt facilities that have already been approved for air permits in 2017/2018.
The community of Mountain View is becoming the corridor for hot mix and recycling asphalt facilities for the
Unincorporated Bernalillo County, City of Albuquerque and the State of New Mexico.
            • The proposed Sunport Extension roadway WILL NOT bring economic centers, hotels or restaurants to
build near Broadway Blvd (south), Rio Bravo Blvd. and 2nd Street. The land the County would like to
see developed is cheap to purchase and zoned M-2 & SU-2 for Heavy Industries. It will attract and encourage
more polluting industries to locate and build their facilities in the communities of San Jose and Mountain View.
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            • Albuquerque Asphalt owner told the community of Mountain View and San Jose at the Public
Information Hearing/Round Table held on April 26, 2018 that Commissioner Quezada assisted them
(Albuquerque Asphalt) in finding a location to build a Portable Hot Mix Asphalt facility in Mountain View as
long as they did not build across from the school. Albuquerque Asphalt is planning to built across the street on
Broadway (east side) a distance away from Mountain View Elementary School.
            • Commissioner Quezada failed to see across the street from the Mountain View Elementary School the
existing Black Rock Asphalt facility, the proposed building of Mountain States Constructors (Hot Mix Asphalt
Plant) and Albuquerque Asphalt planning to build their Hot Mix Asphalt Plant are all within a mile range east
from the Mountain View Elementary School.
            • If San Jose and Mountain View were to have filed an appeal on any of the 7 approved air permits,
according to the City of ABQ/Bernalillo County Air Quality Control Board Adjudicatory Guidebook. The
only way the hearing Officer for Air Quality Control Board will accept the community’s research, technical or
scientific data is through an attorney, toxicologist or scientist.
            • We should ask if Roger Paul from the Public Works Department’s budget and if Commissioner
Quezada from his discretionary funds are going to put money aside for the community of Mountain View and
San Jose to hire attorneys, toxicologists or scientists to challenge all the new air permits that will be approved
from the new polluting industries the Sunport Extension is going to attract.
            • People traveling through the Sunport Extension to Woodward and 2nd Street will see twoBulk
Gasoline Terminals and four Concrete Crushing Demolition Companies will get the impression the Sunport
Extension is the major arterial for polluting industries in the Unincorporated Bernalillo County.
            • People will only see the mountains of boulders and broken concrete stacked so high, you no longer can
see the beautiful cottonwood trees in the Bosque and the view of the mountains.
            • For Bernalillo County to attract US Foods and Admiral Beverage into the area the County had to give
US Foods and Admiral Beverage personal Property Tax Exemptions and Industrial Revenue Bonds and the
families of San Jose living on Broadway Blvd. (North), Wesmeco Dr and Arno St who pay property taxes do
not have storm drainage and sidewalks.
            • From the 2900 Block of William Street to Woodward Rd the community of San Jose does not have
sidewalks to walk to the proposed Woodward Road Improvements. The County Public Works Deputy Manager
Roger Paul said at the July 19, 2018 Public Hearing: “Woodward Road is a city street and the city may have
other plans for it beyond this project. None that they know of, there will be no road reconstruction between 2nd,
Woodward, Broadway and I-25 there will be no bike lanes, no sidewalks and no improvements. These could
be done potentially if another project was setup, without this project improvements will not happen.”
            • Ask Roger Paul, what happens to the General Obligation Bond funding tax payers approved for
the Woodward Road Reconstruction?  How can Bernalillo County Public Works take away the money from
General Obligation Bond voters approved for the Woodward Road Reconstruction?
            • Request the County and Bernalillo County Public Works to be transparent with the public and disclose
within thirty days (after July 31, 2018 on the Sunport Extension project website) a complete breakdown of all
the funding sources and allocations that has been secured for the Sunport Extension, Woodward Road and 2nd
Street Improvement Reconstruction.
The EA states Bernalillo County has land use regulations to review and control development. The County is
preparing, has prepared a developing mechanism in the draft San Jose/Mountain View
Design Overlay standards to guide the growth of future commercial and industrial development in the Project
area. A draft Design Overlay (San Jose/Mountain View) Bernalillo County stated in the 2015 EA
“Bernalillo County is addressing land use issues in the Mountain View and San Jose communities and has
prepared the draft San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay plan to “positively influence development patterns
in an effort to shape and enhance the character and identity of Upper Mountain View.” “The County has
prepared the San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay plan which, when adopted (anticipated in late 2015),
could mitigate impacts from future new development.”

Writing Point Suggestions:
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            • In the three years Bernalillo County has made the above statement in the 2015 and 2018 EA. No
known community members of San Jose and Mountain View has seen or read the draft San Jose/Mountain
View Design Overlay.
            • A Design Overlay (San Jose/Mountain View) that will probably only be a checklist for the undesirable
business to know how to build a parking lot, address off-street parking, signage, landscaping, fencing and
walls, lighting and setbacks.
            • The draft San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay will not change the zoning codes needed to protect
the quality of lives of families living in San Jose and Mountain View.
            • The community members of San Jose and Mountain View believe the draft San Jose/Mountain View
Design Overlay that is being prepared or that is already prepared by Bernalillo County Public Works will not
be approved by the Bernalillo County Commission. In the past twelve years the County Commissioners have
not officially adopted or approved the draft Mountain View Sector Development Plan, then why will the County
Commissioners officially adopt or approve the draft San Jose/Mountain View Design Overlay.
Public Involvement Meetings:  Ecosphere’s letter addressed to Agency Representative or Interested Party on
April 20, 2018 mentions, “citizen involvement, as mandated by FHWA and NMDOT procedures,
was accomplished through individual contact, correspondence, and meetings. During the past eight years, five
public meetings and numerous agency and stakeholder consultations have taken place, and additional public
involvement and agency coordination are ongoing. The NEPA process requires coordination with pertinent
agencies and interested parties.

Writing Point Suggestions:
Ecosphere’s Senior Project Manager letter John Taschek dated April 20, 2018 on the EA is an insult to the
community members of San Jose & Mountain View who will receive the greatest potential adverse impacts of
the road project--noise, dust, traffic, interference with existing superfund monitoring and remediation systems
for groundwater. The area we live in was polluted by G.E., Chevron, the American Car and Foundry (during
the making of an atomic bomb), the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail Road’s creosote facility, UNIVAR
who makes all kinds of hazardous chemicals (some of which are explosive), and other heavy industries that
pollute the ground, air and the water in San Jose and Mountain View.

Mr. Taschek saying public involvement had been attained as part of the project. Is not true, the public
advertised meetings held by URS and Bernalillo County Public Works did not give the community members of
San Jose, Mountain View and the public the opportunity to make comments or ask questions. The community
and public were told after the PowerPoint presentations, "there would be no questions or comments out
loud, questions or comments would be addressed at the stations on a post it note or on an easel pad.

The public was denied an opportunity to ask questions or make comments out loud. Is a violation of our basic
rights as human beings to be treated with fairness and decency and respect.

The community of San Jose and Mountain View are economically disadvantaged communities comprised of
mostly Hispanic people, it even says so in the EA prepared for the project. URS, Ecosphere
Environmental Services and Bernalillo County Public Works admit they did not take any sampling of soil
borings, soil or ground water sampling, or laboratory analyses of soils, water, air around the Schwartzman and
Demolition Debris Landfills. South Valley Superfund Site and rights-of-way along Woodward Road and 2nd St.
admit they only did a visual inspection and web database search.

The FHWA needs to give the Sunport Extension a “No Build Alternative” or make the decision for an
Environmental Impact Study to be completed to thoroughly and truthfully examine all the negative impacts the
Sunport Extension will have on the families of San Jose and Mountain View for many decades.

The City of Albuquerque No Longer Supports the Sunport Extension Project
On May 1, 2018, Mayor Tim Keller publicly stated that the City of Albuquerque was withdrawing its support
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for the Sunport Blvd Extension Project.  The project, including the Woodward Road Improvements, is
almost entirely on City property so there is a serious question as to why the County is doing continuing to
pursue this project.

Robert Nelson | robert.nelson.abq@gmail.com
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Johnson, Alexandria

From: Hinckley, Peter
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 12:55 PM
To: Johnson, Alexandria
Cc: Rodrigo Eichwald Rodrigo L Eichwald (rleichwald@bernco.gov)
Subject: FW: Sunport Extension

Alex

Please file

Peter C. Hinckley, PE
Principal Engineer, Transportation, Rocky Mountain Area
D 505-855-7409  C 505-948-4090
Peter.hinckley@aecom.com

AECOM Technology
Rocky Mountain Area
6501 Americas Parkway NE, Suite 900, Albuquerque, New Mexico 87110
www.aecom.com

From: SBMTNA [mailto:sbmartineztown@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 12:51 PM
To: Hinckley, Peter; jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com
Cc: liliancrunk@hotmail.com; Jesse Lopez Member; rosalimartinez06@gmail.com; Angela Vigil Member; Christina Dauber;
gilsman1@msn.com; dznaranjo11@gmail.com
Subject: Sunport Extension

RE: Sunport Blvd Extension/ Woodward Road Improvements
April 2018 Environmental Assessment
Control Numbers: A300160 and A300161
Via email to:
Peter Hinckley   peter.hinckley@aecom.com
John Taschek jtaschek@ecosphere-services.com

Dear Mr. Hinckley,

It is easy to write down on paper the Bernalillo County has land use controls, when dealing with adverse
companies that will pollute your neighborhood. I have helped our sister neighborhood of San Jose when they
need assistance in challenging special use permits, or air permits. The County Planning Commission normally
has meetings scheduled during business hours. So, the residents have to miss work to attend. The air permit
meetings are usually held in the evening and it is normally a two-hour meeting. The results are usually the same
with the applicant gaining approval with very few restrictions.

This is what usually takes place when an applicant is seeking a special use permit. The applicant views the land
and negotiates with the land owner’s representative to see if a land use permit can be obtained before the land is
purchased. Then an application is presented to a Bernalillo County Community Development Manager. If it is
determined a special use permit is needed the additional forms are completed and fees paid. The applicant has to
post zone change request sign on the property and must notify neighborhood associations of the special use
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request, is encouraged to meet with the neighborhood associations.

Once the application is completed and provisionally approved a hearing is scheduled with the County Planning
Commission. Then the representatives of the neighborhood have to schedule time off of work and attend the
hearing. The day of the hearing, the applicant and applicants’ attorneys see a large community presence a
deferral is requested, and the hearing is rescheduled for another day. The cycle is continued until the hearing
day the applicant feels there is weak opposition. Then the special use permit is approved. The community may
appeal the decision to the County Commission which usually rules in favor of the applicant.

The air permitting application process is similar to requesting a special use permit, except only if there is
significant interest the Director of Environmental Health Department will schedule a Public Information
Hearing. At the Public Information Hearing both sides are allowed to present testimony and these hearing are
passionate and lively. Then the Environmental Health Department meets behind the scenes with a couple of Air
Quality Division staff members to approve the air quality permit. If the community has an attorney, they may
appeal on the merits of the case to the Albuquerque/Bernalillo County Air Quality Control Board the appeal
may take years for the hearing to happen.

All of the laws, regulations and guidelines are written to protect the applicant and the neighborhood has to
prove the new company will be injurious to the community. Everyone has a definition of injurious and hearing
officer thinks injurious is imminent harm, while the community is looking at the harm that occurs 5, 10 and
even 15 years later. The Sunport Extension will be injurious on the first day it is opened because of the steep
grade. Someone will drive down the hill faster than they should and will misjudge the traffic lights and a bad
accident will happen right on the corner of Woodward and Broadway. The San Jose neighborhood is saying the
freeway extension is unneeded and unwanted, yet the County is choosing to force this on the neighborhood.
This community knows exactly what it feels like to have an unwanted project forced on them. It is a shameful
day when the New Mexico Department of Transportation and Federal Highway Administration join the County
and impose another project on the San Jose and Mountain View neighborhoods.

Respectfully,

Loretta Naranjo-Lopez, President

Santa Barbara Martineztown Neighborhood Association

(505)270-7716
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Hinckley, Peter

From: ESTHER KOTTKE <rekhilo@hawaiiantel.net>

Sent: Monday, July 30, 2018 7:24 PM

To: Hinckley, Peter

Subject: Opposition to NMDOT Project No. CN A300160 & A300161

As a citizen residing at 211 Abajo Road SE, Albuquerque, New Mexico, I and my neighbors would receive direct impact of 

the pollution that would result from the proposed industrial and transportation involved in the “Build it and They Will 

Come” Woodward modification from the Sunport Extension bringing the Freeway into our streets and property.  The 

notion that this expansion of Woodward and broadening of the roadways toward Second Street, allowing more building 

materials distribution, roadway products, waste redemption, and other base industrial products would enhance the 

employment possibilities and result in the cleansing of the environmental problems in our area is ridiculous and 

foolhardy.  This area is already supposed to be an "Environmental Justice” area, to be cleansed of air and water pollution 

entities currently present.  First of all, isn’t this a bit of the “cart before the horse” theme - telling the citizens they will 

get improved pollution control by approving this “pollution producing” road expansion before completing the supposed 

Superfund clean-up activities already plaguing the area.  The folks in the area fought for some Superfund action, and 

now the government wants to allow pollution producing industry to expand further into our neighborhoods.  Maybe it’s 

because this is a lower income area that government and industry thinks they can run over the citizens, but this isn’t 

over yet and there will be more and more opposition.  The area citizens cannot be convinced that there will suddenly be 

Malls and/or stores and/or clean industry in an area that has already become a road materials, industry waste, and base 

industrial production area - we live here and we see the reality.   

  

Ray Kottke 

211 Abajo Rd. SE 

Albuquerque,NM 87102 

505-440-5786 

rekhilo@hawaiiantel.net 
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	Mr. John Taschek
	Ecosphere Environmental Services
	1660 Old Pecos Trail
	Santa Fe, NM 87505
	RE:  Sunport Boulevard Extension; NMDGF No. 18415
	Dear Mr. Taschek:


